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could raise by selling his property, and now you 
ask him to pay $500 more. He became surety for 
a fellow, who ran away; and he has done what he 
could to pay the judgment. This is complete 
blood money. Let him be discharged on paying 
the costs. He has already paid what he can raise. 

The amendment was agreed to; and the bill as 
amended was reported to the Senate, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. WALKER. There is another peculiarity 
in this matter, which renders it necessary to make 
another slight amendment. I move to strike out 
the words ‘‘a judgment,’’ and insert ‘‘two judg- 
ments;’’ for, not satisfied with imposing an enor- 
mous penalty on one bond, the United States sued 
him on two, and obtained two judgments. 

The amendment was agreed to; and the bill 
was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read a third time, and passed. 


JAMES EDWARDS AND OTHERS. 


The bill for the relief of James Edwards and 
others, reported from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 


It proposes to direct the Secretary of War to 


ascertain, by the best evidence of which the nature 
of the case will admit, the value of the houses and 
other property of James Edwards, of the late 
Edward M. Wanton, and of Nehemiah Brush, 
destroyed at Micanopy, Florida, in the year 1836, 
by order of Lieutenant Colonel B. K. Pierce, to 


prevent them from falling into the hands of the | 


enemy, and that the amount so ascertained be paid, 


but with the provision that the amounts so to be | 


paid shall not exceed $2,482 32 in the case of Ed- 
wards; $1,812 50 in the case of Wanton, or $800 
in the case of Brush. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read a third time, and passed. 


DAVID MYERLE’S CLAIM. 


Mr. EVANS. The bill for the relief of David 


Myerle was passed over at my instance. I am 
disposed, however, to withdraw the objection pro- 
vided the bill be put on the footing which it 
formerly occupied, when it passed the Senate at 
previous sessions. I learn that Mr. King and 


not in order. If objection be made, as a matter of 
course, the bill must be passed over 


Mr. EVANS. I object. 


WILLIAM HARRIS. 

The bill for the relief of William Harris, of 
Georgia, reported from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

It proposes to direct the proper accounting offi- 
cers of the Treasury to settle the claim of William 
Harris, and pay him for his services in the United 
States Army in the same manner as if he had not 
deserted therefrom; but with the provision that the 
amount shall not exceed the pay and emoluments 
of a sergeant of infantry, from the 8th of April, 
1814, to the 25th of November, 1816. 

Mr. STUART. I move to amend the bill by 
striking out the words: 


‘In the same manner as if he had not deserted there 
from.’ 


Mr. TOOMBS. I object to that bill. I wish 
to obtain information in regard to it, after the sug- 
gestion of the Senator from Michigan. 

Mr. STUART. The claimant is represented 
as a boy who enlisted improperly. 

Mr. DAWSON. [I hope the objection will be 
withdrawn. 

Mr. STUART. I do not object, but I desire 
that it shall not appear that we are paying desert- 
ers; that is all. 

Mr. TOOMBS. My colleague has explained 
to me the bill, and I withdraw my objection. 

Mr. Sruarr’s amendment was agreed to, and 
the bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

From the report of the Committee on Military 


| Affairs, it appears that in the spring of 1814, in 
| the eighteenth year of his age, Harris enlisted 


| geant, and served in t 


under Lieutenant Martin, in the eighth regiment 
of United States infantry, then commanded by 
Colonel Jack; wsherenpoe he was appointed ser- 

at regiment as recruiting 
officer until the declaration of peace in 1815, when 
he demanded his discharge, which was refused 
him on the ground ‘that he was too useful a 
man to be spared.”’ In 1815 he was transferred 
to the seventh regiment United States infantry, to 


| Captain E. Montgomery’s company, under the 


many others, who understood the transaction, || 


agreed to give Mr. Myerle $10,000 instead of the 
sum claimed. If his friends are willing to take 
that amount, I am ready to withdraw my objec- 
tion. I read this man’s communications, and they 
did not satisfy me at all that he was entitled to 
anything; but still f am willing to waive the ob- 
jection in order to allow the bill to pass, as it 
formerly passed the Senate, giving him $10,000. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- || 


ator move to take up the bill? 
Mr. EVANS. es, sir. 
The motion was agreed to. 


command of Colonel James McDonald. He then 
applied to Colonel McDonald for his discharge, 
asserting his title thereto because he was a minor, 
but Colonel McDonald refused to discharge him 


| because he ‘* could not be spared.’’ Subsequently, 


| for nearly two years. 


the company being ordered to Fort Montgomery, 
he accompanied it, and served there as sergeant 
At Fort Montgomery he 
again petitioned for his discharge, his anxiety to 
leave the army becoming greater the longer he 
remained in it, and his applications for discharge, 


|| to which he was justly entitled, being all disre- 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question | 


is On the amendment to strike out ‘‘ $30,000, ’’ and 
insert ** $10,000.”’ 

Mr. BADGER. [If that motion is to be per- 
severed in, as it cannot be discussed -—— 

Mr.GWIN. We can vote down the motion. 

Mr. BADGER. The motion proceeds on a 
great mistake. If he is entitled to anything, he is 
entitled to $30,000. 

Mr. EVANS. I did not withdraw my objec- 
lion, except on that condition. 

Mr. BADGER. What condition? 

Mr. EVANS. The condition that the amount 
should be reduced to what was formerly proposed 
to be granted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
objects to the consideration of the bill. 

r. WELLER. I do not so understand the 
Senator from South Carolina. He desires action 
on the bill. This is a claim which has been pend- 
ne for a long time before Congress, and, in my 
Judgment, it is as just and equitable a one as we 
Were ever called upon to pass. I hope the Senate 
will dispose of the bill now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Discussion is 
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garded, he deserted, he thinks in 1817, and now 
asks pay for his services while he was in the 
army. 

On the 18th September, 1819, he was arrested 
in Franklin county, Georgia, and being brought 


| before the court under a writ of habeas corpus, he 


| 


was discharged from his confinement and from 
enlistment on account of non-age. 

The petitioner declares that he did not desert his 
country in the hour of danger, while her peace, 
safety, or honor were threatened, but at a period 
of profound peace, and that he would not have 
deserted at all, but he was anxious to return to his 
home to aid in supporting a poor widowed mother, 
who at the time resided in Elbert county, Georgia. 

The amendment was concurred in, and the ball 
was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read a third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM A. SLACUM. 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 


| considered the bill for the relief of the personal 


Nore of William A. Slacum. — 

ts object is to authorize the accounting officers 
to settle and adjust the account of the late W. A. 
Slacum, and to pay to his personal representative, 
in addition to what Mr. Slacum received in his 
lifetime, his charges for expenses incurred in vis- 


iung the Columbia river, in pursuance of the 
directions of the Secretary of State, in 1836 and 
1837. The amount allowed is not to exceed 
$712 90. There is also to be paid to his repre- 
sentative, as Compensation for the services ren- 
dered to the United States by Mr. Slacum on that 
mission, at the rate of six dollars per diem, com- 
mencing June 1, 1836, and continuing to March 
15, 1837; but the amount of pay received by Mr 
Slacum as a purser in the Navy during the period 
of time mentioned, is to be deducted from the per 
diem allowance. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 


reading, read a third time, and passed 


FRANCISCO LOPE URRIZA. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill for 
the relief of Francisco Lope Urriza. 

Mr. TOOMBS. | think this bill ought to be 
discussed. Its principles are very important. If 
I understand it, it proposes to set aside the de 
cision of a court of admiralty— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
be passed over. 

Mr. WELLER. I hope not. It has been laid 
aside once at the request of a Senator who knew 
nothing about it, and I hope it will be considered 
now. I do not think it presents any complicated 
questions atall. I had the honor of submitting 
the report, accompanying the bill, from the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Any discus 
sion, as a matter of course, is out of order. The 
bill being objected to, must go over. 


The bill will 


CAPTAIN L. C. EASTON. 

The bill reported from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, for the relief of Captain Langdon C 
Easton, assistant quartermaster of the United 
States Army, was read a second time, and consid- 
ered as in Commiitee of the Whole. 

It authorizes the proper accounting officers of 
the War Department to credit Captain Langdon 
C. Easton, assistant quartermaster United States 
Army, on settlement of his accounts, with the 
sum of $17,650, being the amount of which he 
was defrauded by his late clerk, Gustavus McHar- 
court, while stationed at Santa Fé, New Mexico 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read a third time, and passed 


PAYMASTERS’ CLERKS. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next bil! 
on the Calendar is one for the relief of paymas 
ters’ clerks who served in Mexico, which was in 
troduced by the Senator from lowa, [Mr. Jongs,} 
and has been reported by the Committee on Mili 
tary Affairs adversely. 

The question is on indefinitely postponing 
further consideration of the bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 


THE GENERAL ARMSTRONG. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER announced that 
the next bill on the Calendar was one for the relief 
of the claimants of the private armed brig General 
Armstrong. 

Mr. PEARCE objected to the consideration of 
the bill, and it was passed over. 


THOMAS FRAZER. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill from 
the House of Representatives, for the relief of 


the 


‘Thomas Frazer, is the next upon the Calendar. 


Mr. STUART. That is reported upon ad- 
versely by the Committee on Pensions of the 
Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on indefinitely postponing the consideration of 
the bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ANN W. ANGUS. 
The bill for the relief of Mrs. Ann W. Angus 
was announced as the next upon the Calendar. 
It proposes to continue to Mrs. Angus, for five 
years, from March 4, 1854, the pension hereto- 
fore granted to her, which expired on the 4th of 
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which she would have been entitled if her hus- 
band, Samuel Angus, had died in the service of 
the United States. 

Mr. MALLORY objected to the consideration 


of the bill, but he subsequently said: I ask leave | 


to withdraw the objection which | made a short 
time ago to the consideration of the bill for the 
relief of Mrs. Ann W. Angus, and 1 ask that that 
bill may be taken up. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I object to the gentleman’s 
withdrawing his objection. 

Mr. BADGER. The Senator cannot do that. 

Mr. TOOMBS. 1 am not satisfied myself as to 
some of the principles involved in this bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Georgia may object himself to the consider- | 
ation of the bill, but he cannot object to the Sen- 
ator from Florida withdrawing his objection. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Cana gentleman withdraw his 
objection to a bill at any time during the sitting ? 

lhe PRESIDING OFFICER. Such has been 
the practice of the Senate. 

Mr. TOOMBS. After another bill has been 
called? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Then I renew the objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will 
be passed over. 


PACIFIC RAILROAD BILL. 


Mr. GWIN. I hope the Senate will indulge 
me for a moment in order to allow me to present | 
a map, which has been prepared with a great deal | 
of care and attention, under the direction of the 
select committee on the subject of the construc- 
tion of a national railroad from the valley of the | 
Mississippi to the Pacific ocean. I move its ref- | 
erence to the Committee on Printing, and I ask | 
that two thousand extra copies be printed for the | 
use of the Senate. | 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion | 
to print will be referred to the Committee on | 
Printing, if there be no objection. 

There was no objection. 


AMOS AND J. E. KENDALL. 


The bill, reported from the Committee on In- | 
dian Affairs, for the relief of Amos and John E. 
Kendall, was announced as the next in order. 

Mr. BADGER. That bill will certainly be 
discussed, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
passed over. 


GEORGE 8S. CLAFLIN. 


The House bill for the relief of George S. Claf- 
lin was next taken up. 

It proposed to enact that the name of George 
S. Claflin be placed upon the pension rolls of the 
United States at the rate of eight dollars per month, 
to continue during his natural life, commencing 
on the Ist of December, 1851. 

It is alleged in the petition that Claflin served 
in the late war with Great Britain, as a sergeant 
of militia; that he was taken prisoner in 1814, and 
continued in captivity, at Quebec, Montreal, and | 
Halifax, until 1815, or about eight months, when | 
he was discharged; that in consequence of his | 
intolerable treatment, insufficient and unwhole- | 
some food, his constitution was destroyed; that | 
both his feet were frozen through exposure, and | 
that since his release he has been constantly in 
such feeble health as to be unable to earn a sup- | 
On this statement, a bill passed the House 
of Representatives for his relief, on the 3d of Jan- 
uary, 1851, but was lost in the Senate. Now, 
again, a bill has passed the House for his relief; 
but the evidence is deemed wholly insufficient to | 
justify the special interference of Beige in the 
case. Except the affidavit of the petitioner him- 
self, there is no evidence of the exposure in the 
public service, or that he contracted any disease 
while serving in the Army of the United States. 
Indeed, the only evidence, besides his own affi- | 


It will be 





eR 


March last, and also to extend to her the benefits | 
of all laws which may hereafter be passed, making | 
general provision for widows or further continuing | 


their half pay, and to give her all the benefits to | 





davit, that he ever was in the service of the United 
States at all, is the testimony of Amos Dawley, | 
who merely says he knew him before the war, | 
and ‘after his return from service in the United | 
States Army, at the close of the war.”’ 
The Senate Committee on Pensions reported 


adversely on the case. 


nee —_— 


Mr. CLAY. 
‘concurred in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the indefinite postponement of the bill. 

The question being taken; the motion was agreed 
to. 


I move that the adverse report be 


RULIF VAN BRUNT. 

The bill for the relief of Rulif Van Brunt, re- 
ported from the Committee on Claims, was read 
a second time, and considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

The bill proposes to direct the proper account- 
ing officers of the Treasury to audit and adjust, 


upon the principles of justice and equity, theclaim | 


of Rulif Van Brunt, for the occupancy, by a mil- 
itary force of the United States, of certain lands 
and buildings, leased by him in Brooklyn, New 
York, and for property belonging to him, and 
taken and used or destroyed by those troops 


during their occupancy, in 1814, and to pay the | 


amount so found due, not exceeding $750. 

Van Brunt leased the premises, for the occupa- 
tion of which he claims compensation of Mr. 
Jackson, from Ist April, 1814, to Ist April, 1815, 
and had it in a state of cultivation, with valuable 
crops growing thereon, when it was taken pos- 
session of by the twenty-second brigade of New 
York infantry, then in the service of the United 
States, and ordered for the defense of New York. 
General Johnson, then in command, certifies that 
on the 2d September, 1814, his brigade was en- 
camped at Fort Green, King’s county, New York, 
on land owned by John Jackson, which, with a 
house and barn, was rented to Rulif Van Brunt; 


the labor of Van Brunt, before the 2d September, 
was destroyed; that the dwelling house was in 
possession of Turney, and the barn was occupied 
as a guard-house, by his order, with the consent | 
of Jackson. Samuel Dorsey deposes that he was 
a resident of Brooklyn at the time, and was con- | 
versant with the circumstances of Van Brunt 


being the lessee of the place, of its occupancy by || 


the troops, and that Van Brunt was compelled | 
wholly to abandon the farm, and procure a house 
for his family, &c., elsewhere. | 
The damages and loss incurred by Van Brunt | 
in consequence of this occupation, are estimated, | 


under oath and from personal knowledge, at from | 


$990 to $1,010. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without | 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read a third time, and passed. 

HORACE SOUTHMAYD AND SON. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the | 
Whole, the consideration of the bill for the relief | 
of Horace Southmayd & Son. 

It proposes to require the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to refund to Horace Southmayd & Son, upon | 
the shipment of foreign dutiable goods, shipped | 
by them from New ‘York to Tampico, in the 
schooner Mary Catharine, which cleared at New | 


York on the 7th of April, 1847, th | : 
, om OF PEN, EIST» SRS SUNOUNE UN Hl oe Cceuel ae part of the contingent account 


' unsupported by vouchers. 


drawback to which they would have been entitled | 
if those goods had been shipped to some foreign | 
port or place in any country with which the | 
United States were in amity. 

The memorialists, in April, 1847, shipped from | 


New York to Tampico, then in possession of the || 


American forces, by the schooner Mary Catha- 
rine, a cargo of goods, among which were wines 
and silks. The vessel cleared at New York on 


the 7th of April, 1847, when the circular instruc- | 
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protest. The amount of the duties thus paid was 
$2,190 47, and the return of this amount is claimed 
upon the ground that there was a want of notice 
at tne time of the shipment of the goods at New 
York that they would be subject to duty on entry 
at Tampico. 
The irreswery Department, very properly, re. 
plied to this, that it was a privilege allowed our 
citizens to carry on trade of any kind with ports 
or places in Mexico during the war, and nota 
right; and that it was to be enjoyed subject to jj 
the contingencies likely to arise in the course of the 
war, restricting or varying such privilege. The 
could not, therefore, complain of the operation of 
the new Treasury instructions, which, in the judg. 
ment of the President, were rendered neceasary 
for the more effectual prosecution of the war, 
Inasmuch, however, as duties have been twice 
paid, in this case, upon those portions of the ship. 
ment which consisted of foreign dutiable goods 


| originally imported into New York, which paid 


duties both there and at Tampico, and on which 
no drawback was repaid on their exportation from 
New York, it seems to be equitable and proper 
that the import duties on such foreign articles 
paid at New York should be refunded in the nature 
of drawback. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read a third time, 
and passed. 

THOMAS D. ANDERSON. 


The bill for the relief of the representatives of 
Thomas D. Andersun, deceased, late consul of 


| the United States at Tripoli, reported from the 
that all the fence was removed, and produce of || 


Committee on Foreign Relations, was read a sec- 
ond time, and considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

It proposes to direct the proper accounting offi- 
cers of the Treasury to settle an account with the 
proper personal representatives of ‘Thomas D. An- 
derson, for contingent expenditures of the consu- 
late at Tripoli, from December 31, 1821, up to 
the period when he ceased acting as consul; and 
in full for all claims for such expenditures and 
other demands arising out of the consulate after 
the 3lst of December, 182], to allow them at the 


rate of $750 per annum during that period. 


T. D. Anderson, whilst in the discharge of his 
duties as consul, contracted a disease in the eyes, 
by which he was deprived of vision, and in eon- 
sequence thereof was unable to procure and pre- 


| serve the vouchers for the contingent expenditures 


of his consulate, during the last five or six years 
that he remained in office; and from the want of 
the usual and proper vouchers, no credit was given 
him for such expenditures by the proper account- 
ing officers of the Treasury, from the 31st Decem- 


| ber, in the year 1821, to the 27th August, 1827. 


A claim was preferred at the Treasury, by the 
representatives of Mr. Anderson, for an average 
allowance, on account of such expenditures during 
the period referred to; but they were advised that , 
they must have recourse to Congress for the 


The bill was reported to the Senate without 


|| amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
| reading, read a third time, and passed. 


CAPTAIN WILLIAM DAVIs. 


House bill ‘for the relief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of Captain William Davis, late com- 


| mander of the United States transport schooner 


tions of the Treasury Department of the 30th | 
June and 8th December, 1846, were in force. By | 


these instructions American vessels carrying only 
articles the growth, produce, or manufacture of 
the United States, or imports from foreign coun- 


tries to our own, upon which duties had been fully | 


paid, were authorized to enter the port of Tam- 
ico without the charge of any duties; and draw- 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


Eufala,’’ was considered as in Committee of the 

Whole. 
It proposes to direct $360 to be paid to Captain 

Davis in full compensation for all claims against 


| the United States for his services as commander 


| 


k on foreign imports into the United States || 
exported to Tampico, in our vessels, was forbid- | 


schooner cleared. On the 9th April, 1847, another 


New York, bearing date the 7th 
goods imported into the ports of 
session of the American forces, were chargeable 
with duties as military contributions. The vessel 
reached Tampico two days after the receipt of 


April, by which 
M, y 


of the Eufala. 

Captain Davis was employed during the late war 
as captain of the United States transport schooner 
Eufala, at a compensation of $360 per month; 
in that capacity he sailed from New Orleans for 


| Philadelphia, on the 25th September, 1848, and 
den to be allowed. Under these regulations the || 


has not since been heard from. It is presumed 


; { | that the vessel, and all on board, were lost during 
Treasury circular was received by the collector of | 


exico, in pos- | 


these last instructions, and the memorialists were | 


/ compelled to pay duties, which they did under || 


the severe October gales of that year. Payment 
for his services was made up to the time of sailing 
from New Orleans, and it is asked that the com- 
pensation should be continued for the length of 
time usually required for the voyage, on the 
ground that the expense of the voyage, in stores, 
&c., had been incurred. ; 
The bill was reported to the Senate without 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without 


vag amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third y for 
ed reading, read a third time, and passed. that vicinity; for want of an iron chest (for which | amendment, ordered to be read a third time, read 
ice THOMAS C. NYE. | he had made requisition) he was compelled to keep _a third time, and passed. 
~~ The bill for the relief of Thomas C. Nye, re- - — ae i who eee on THOMAS CROWN. : 
 j orted from the Committee on the Post Office and ae. he . ot 1 ws } pri'y fo, ame ve om in The next bill on the Calendar, was one for the 
re. Mr. RUSK. The Senator from Maine, [Mr. b , ‘ - ath y ' ; Soi chossacned mittee on Claims, which was read a second time. 
ur Hamurn,] who reported the bill, is not present. I ceabieens ke seeks : CONS Weer ere It proposes to direct the Third Auditor of the 
rts ask that it be passed over. jt ee did : n te ‘ : lie y Treasury to ascertain the damages sustained by 
a The PRESIDING OFFICER. That course yon the part of the pethioner | a tomas Crown, by reason of the refusal of the 
all : d carelessness on the part of the petitioner. War Department to execute a contract entered 
he wil eT ; The bill was reported to the Senate without | into by him with Captain George Blaney, on the 
ey URI EMMONS S PATENT. amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third part of the Government, on the 16th of ‘March, 
of The next bill on the Calendar was one for the reading, read a third time, and passed. 1826, and to direct the Secretary of the Treasurv 
ig- relief of the heirs of the late Uri Emmons. SAMUEL W. BRADY. to pay the damages thus ascertained, to an amount 
ry Mr. FISH. That will be objected to. Let it The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next bil] | mot exceeding $6,000. 
yags over. ; F on the Calendar, is one from the House of Repre- In 1826 Mr. Crown entered into a contract with 
ce The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will | sentatives, for the relief of Samuel W. Brady, | Captain Blaney, acting for the Government of the 
p= go over. which has been reported from the Committee on United States, for the delivery of three millions 
ds SAMUEL BRAY. Pensions. of bricks at Oak Island, on Cape Fear river, in 
- The bill for the relief of Samuel Bray was read The bill proposes to direct the Secretary of the | North Carolina, at $7 75 per thousand, to be used 
7” a second time, and considered as in Committee of | Interior to place the name of Samuel W. Brady, | 1! the construction of a fortification. He imme- 
m the Whole. of Virginia, on the roll of invalid pensions, and | diately made the necessary preparations, at large 
= It authorizes the Secretary of the Treasury to | pay to him four dollars per month dirtis his nat-  €Xpense and outlays, and commenced making 
- ay to Samuel Bray, late keeper of the Dog | ural life, to commence January 1, 1850. the bricks, according to his contract. In July he 
= feland light-house, such amount, not exceeding Brady claims to have received an injury bya fal] Was prepared to deliver eight hundred thousand 
$500, as he may, upon satisfactory proof, find to | from the walls of Chapultepec, in the battle of bricks, and did actually deliver five thousand; but 
” be the loss sustained by him during the gales of || 13th of September, 1847, which entitles him to a | Captain Blaney refused to receive the remainder, 
” the 23d and 24th of August, 1851. pension. He was discharged from the regiment "4d insisted (as is alleged) that the memorialist 
The bill was reported to the Senate without | of voltigeurs in March, 1848, for the reasons should transfer the contract to one Potter. This 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed forathird given by the surgeon, that he labored under he resisted for considerable time, and urged upon 
of reading, read a third time, and passed. chronic crs go and a kee of es on his rn oe i —_ pey 
0 an intractable character, and general debility. 0 wricks, according to the contract. ast, 
= TAMPICO VOLUNTEERS. , The papers appear to have been regular i hiin his funds becoming exhausted, and Captain Bla- 
C- The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next bill | the Commissioner of Pensions, with the exception | hey persisting in his refusal to receive the bricks, 
he on the Calendar, is one for the reliefof the Tampico || that the claim was based on injuries received while | the memorialist was forced to yield, and sold to 
Volunteers, reported from the Committee on Mili- | scaling the walls of Chapultepec, which fact did | Potter the bricks on hand and the contract with 
ffi- tary Affairs, which will now have its second read- | not appear from the surgeon’s certificate, or from Captain Blaney, who subsequently received from 
he ing. ’ 5 that of Lieutenant Perrit; but the latter certifies Potter, as satisfactory, the identical bricks that he 
n- It proposes to recognize the several companies | that he was in the battle of Chapultepec, and that _ had refused to receive from Crown. 
ul of volunteers called into service by Colonel Wil- | after the battle he was on the sick list. in the city The committee concur in the opinion that the 
to liam Gates, by his order dated Tampico, February || 9f Mexico, and was discharged some months | Memorialist would have been able to fulfill his con- 
nd 25, 1847, and known as Tampico Volunteers, as || after that battle on the surgeon’s certificate of dis- | tract, and would have done so, but for the inter- 
nd having been in the military service of the United | ability, not having performed any duty from the | ference of Captain Blaney; that he was coerced 
ler States, in the years 1847 and 1848, and to direct | time of the battle. by Blaney to sell out to Potter; and that the vio- 
he the proper accounting officers of the Treasury Mr. CLAYTON objected to the consideration _ !ation of the contract was on the part of the Gov- 
Department to audit and pay the accounts of the || of the bill. and it was passed over. ernment. The question of damage alone remains. 
‘is officers and men constituting the companies, in : de tl Crown states his damage at $6,000, but offers no 
Ps, accordance with the established regulations of the || MAUEY AND WARD, proof to sustain this amount. The difference be- 
yn Department. The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, pro | tween the price received from Potter and the con- 
re- During the Mexican war, on the 29th February, ceeded to the consideration of the bill for the relief | tract price should be the measure of damages 
e8 1847, Colonel William Gates, by his special or- || of Fayette Mauzy and Robert G. Ward, reported upon this point. The committee are satified that 
v3 der, No. 7, directed Major Morris to enroll and || from the Committee on the Judiciary. q the bricks made by Crown were as good as an 
of organize all the citizens of Tampico, Mexico, It proposes to direct the proper accounting | that were obtained, and should have been sacle. 
en into companies of fifty men each, selecting the offi- || officers of the Treasury to credit the judgmentob- | and that he should be saved from loss incurred 
nt cers to be approved of by the commanding officer. || tained by the United States against Mauzy and | entirely through the fault of the authorized agent 
n- | In obedience to this order, Major Morris did or- | Ward, in the district court of the United States | o¢ the Government. 
, ' ganize four companies, called the Tampico Vol- || for the Sones district of Virginia, amounting to Mr. TOOMBS objected to the consideration of 
he } —_unteers, who served as such about twelve months || $615 62;, with interest, from the 2d of April, 1841, | the bill. He subsequently withdrew his objec- 
ve | for which service they have never been paid. || with the amount certified by that court to have || tion, butit was renewed by Mr. HUNTER; and 
ng In the similar cases of the Louisiana troops ] on mepronee. o ee ee in ri the bill was passed over. 
vat called out by General Gaines, and of the Texas || ©®'Y> © Se VAS ates were compiain- . . : 
he mounted ee called out by Colonel Curtiss, at | ants, and John Morrison and others, defendants, ANTHONY G. WILLIS. . 
int Camargo, Congress made special appropriations || the amount being $491 97, with interest on $366 77 The bill from the House of Representatives, for 
for their payment. The committee consider the || from the 18th of September, 1840, which wascer- || the relief of the heirs of Anthony G. Willis, de- 
a ti J d ted from the Committee on Cl 
ut Tampico Volunteers equally entitled to compensa- || tified by the court, as justly due by the United | ceased, reported from the Committ he W ws 
rh Font thee services. i, | Seer eee 
: e United States recovered, in the district court rop ( 20 exec 
The bill was objected. to, and was passed over. | of the United States for the eastern district of | administrators of Anthony G. Willis, deceased, as 
SENECA G. SIMMONS. || Virginia, a judgment against the petitioners for the | compensation for the use, by the United States, of 
re- The bill for the relief of Seneca G. Simmons, || sum of $615 62}, with interest thereon from the | a wagon and team, during the last war with Great 
m- reported from the Committee on Military Affairs, || 2d day of April, 1841—the same being the amount | Britain. 
ner was read a second time, and considered as inCom- || due the Post Office Department by William Ward, In the year 1814 Willis was the owner of a 
he mittee of the Whole. | late postmaster at Culpeper Court-House, Virginia. || wagon and team in Kentucky, where he lived; he 
It proposes to instruct the proper accounting || The United States recovered, in another suit inthe | had one Benjamin T. Rowe employed in drivin 
ain officers of the Treasury Department, in settling the || same court, but at a different term, a decree in | the team; at Lexington, Kentucky, whither it ha 
nst accounts of Seneca G. Simmons, as assistant || chancery against John Morrison and others; and, | been driven witha load of hemp, Captain George 
ler commissary of subsistence, to allow him credit || from the proceedings had therein, it appears that | Stockton, an officer of the United States Army, 
for whatever sum of money belonging to the Uni- || Robert G. Ward, one of the defendants, had er- || being in great need of the means of transporta- 
yar ted States he may prove, to the satisfaction of the || roneously paid to the United States a sum equal , tion for his troops, pressed the wagon and team 
ner Secretary of War, to have been stolen from his | to $499 97, with interest thereon at the rate of six | and driver into service; and they were carried be- 
th; possession at Matamoros, Mexico, on the night || per cent. per annum, from the 18th day of Sep- || yond Dayton, in Ohio, towards the Canada line, 
for of the 11th of April, 1847. But theamount to be || tember, 1840; and the court certified as follows: | and subsequently back to Nashville, Tennessee, 
and allowed is not to exceed $1,500. | And the court doth further certify its opin- | laden with wounded soldiers of the regular Army. 
ned _The petitioner prays to be released from his lia- | ion that, in equity and justice, the said sum of | They were kept in the active and constant — 
ing bility to account for $1,500, Government money, || $499 97, with interest as aforesaid on $366 77,| of the Government till the services amounted, 
ent stolen from his possession in Mexico, while he || part thereof, from the 18th day of September, 1840, according to the rates of pay then established and 
ing was assistant commissary of subsistence, and sta- || ought to be refunded by the United States to the allowed, to $251, and Captain Stockton gave a cer- 
ym- tioned at Matamoros. said defendant, Robert G. Ward.” tificate for that sum; the certificate was sent on to 
1 of From the report of testimony taken before a The petitioners ask that the first judgment may | Washington for payment, by Mr. Zane, the Rep- 
the military commission, ordered by Colonel Cushing, | have applied towards its discharge the amount | resentative in Congress from the district in which 
eS, at Matamoros, on the 13th of April, 1847, it ap- | certified by the court, in the suit in chancery, as |, Willis lived, and the accounting officer rejected it 
pears that Simmons, as assistant commissary of || due to one of them, (Robert G. Ward,) and which | because it contained an interlineation. ; 
out subsistence, had in his possession large sums of || ought to be refunded by the United States. | The bill was reported to the Senate without 
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amendment, ordered to a third reading, read a 
third time, and passed. 


THOMAS SNODGRASS. 

The bill for the relief of Thomas Snodgrass, 
reported from the Committee on Claims, was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

It proposes to appropriate $230 to reimburse 
to a Thomas Snodgrass the expenses in- 


tion of the time fixed for filing such claims by the 


|| 17th December, 1852. 


’ act. 


The petitioners are owners of a certain tract of 


| Jand in the State of California, known as ‘*Ulpines 


Rancho;”’ they derived their title thereto from one 
José de la Rosa, who derived his title from the 
Government of Mexico. De Rosa lived upon and 
occupied the lands both before and after the grant 
from the Mexican Government. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


In 1850 the wife | 





5 een 


a pension of $100 per annum, to commence on th, 





The bill was referred to the Commissioner of 
Pensions, with a view to elicit any information jy 
relation to the case which might be on file in his 
office. In aletter of date March 3, 1854, he says: 
‘* As the bill is una@@ompanied by papers of any 
description, I am at a loss to understand upoy 
what ground the relief proposed is based. 


¥ 
waree Nad him for a team, and balance for forage of De Rosa abandoned him and went to Mexico, ! probable, however, thata mistake has been made in 
and su yew ies furnished to his company of vol- carrying with her the title papers to the tract of | the name of Mrs. oe husband; for I find, on 
unteers, while employed as a guard or escort for land, and they were not recovered until after the referring to the Kentucky roll of pensioners, tha: 
one bil of emigrating Cherokees in 1838. But | expiration of the time fixed for filling such claims, Jesse Kirby, of Warren county, of that State, was 


is not to be construed to sanction — 
claim of the representatives of Washington Smith 


upon the United States for the amount, or any | 


other sum advanced to Snodgrass. 


In June, 1838, Gen. Nat. Smith, thenin charge | 


of a party of emigrating Cherokees as es 
agent, under the escort of Captain Drain, Unite: 
States Army, found that the Indians had become 
restless, dissatisfied, and disposed to desert, and 
otherwise manifested a spirit of mutiny and in- 
subordination, and a dispositiva to commit dep- 
redations upon the country through which they 


were passing. Finding the escort of Captain Drain | 


insufficient to restrain them, General Smith en- 


gaged the memorialist to raise a company of 


mounted volunteers of thirty men, and promised 
that, on condition that Captain Snodgrass would 
look to the United States for the pay of the men, 
he, General Smith, would defray the other ex- 
penses, and risk the chance of their reimburse- 
ment. With this understanding the pempeny 
wae raised, and mustered into service for thirty 
days, to assist Captain Drain, as guard from 
Bellefonte to Waterloo, in the State of Alabama. 
In default of Smith, who failed to provide funds, 


Captain Snodgrass, as he alleges, incurred ex- | 


penses to the amount of $741 25. 

To defray these expenses Captain Snodgrass 
was compelled to obtain the amount of $625 from 
W . Smith, a brother of the agent, who took the 
obligation of Captain Snodgrass for this sum, pay- 
able when an appropriation should be made by 
Congress. He aa since been sued upon this ob- 
hgation, and judgment obtained, 28th November, 
1848, fur the amount of $1,143 66 and costs, in 
the district court of the United States for northern 
Alabama. 


He claims other sums arising out of the same | the mail, it was carried at the rate previously paid 


. | to them, say $21,000 per annum, and on the 2ist 
The bill was reported to the Senate without | 


transaction. 


amendment, ordered to be grams for a third 
reading, read a third time, and passed. 


OBED HUSSEY. 


under the act of 3d of March, 185]. 
The petitioners now ask permission to file their 


claim and title papers before the said commission- | 


ers. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without | 


amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read a third time, and passed. 
ISAAC L. BATTLE. 
The next bill on the Calendar, was one for the 
relief of the estate of Isaac L. Battle. 


It proposes to release the estate of Isaac L. Bat- 
tle, deceased, late of the county of Jackson, in 


the State of Florida, from - liability under a : 


judgment heretofore obtained by the Post Office 
Department against him as guarantor on behalf 
of Charles Matthews and William King, late of 
that county and State, as bidders for a contract 
to carry the United States mail, three times a 
week each way between Bainbridge, in the State 
of Georgia, and Pensacola, inthe State (then Ter- 
ritory) of Florida, in the year 1842. 

In the year 1842, Charles. Matthews and Wil- 
liam King were the successful bidders for a con- 
tract with the Post Office Department to carry the 
mail three times a week, backward and forward, 
between Bainbridge, in the State of Georgia, and 


, Pensacola, in Florida, and Isaac L. Battle, the 


etitioner’s intestate, became guarantor in their 
vehalf. Matthews and King failed to execute 
their contract or to oo any portion thereof, 
in consequence of which the mail was carried by 


W. T. Stockton & Co., who had been the con- | 


tractors previously, from ‘‘the Ist of July, 1843, 


| to the 8th of October, 1843,’’ at which time the 


route was relet at the price stated in their bid. 


| During the time for which Stockton & Co. carried 


of August, 1846, suit was ordered to be brought 
against King and Matthews, and Isaac L. Battle, 


|| their guarantor, to recover $3,125 as the difference 


|| between their bid, $9,500 per annum, and the rate | 


The next bill was one reported from the Com- | 


mittee on Patents and the Patent Office, for the 
relief of Obed Hussey. 

Mr. TOOMBS objected to its consideration, and 
it was passed over. 


aid to Stockton & Co., $21,000. On the 5th of 
beuei , 1848, judgment was obtained against 
Felix 
for $3,924 62, and an execution issued to satisfy 
the judgment, upon which $107 14 was paid over 


to the Department on the 9th of April, 1849, after | 


| 


. Long, executor of Charles Matthews, | 


pensioned on the 22d of October, 1832, under th. 

act of June 7, 1832, at the rate of $32 22 per an. 

num, which covered all the service claimed t, 
‘ have been rendered by him, viz: nine months and 

twenty days in the militia of Virginia. It appears 
, that he died on the 17th of December, 1852, froy, 
which date his widow, Sophia Kirby, (the name 
in the bill,) was pensioned under the act of Feb. 
ruary 2, 1848, at the same rate, and is still jp. 
scribed on the roll.”’ 

Assuming that the person referred to by the 
Commissioner is the same for whose relief the bj!) 
is intended to provide, and who is now receiyj 
the full amount of pension to which her husbent 
was entitled, the committee do not feel warranted, 
especially in the absence of all information re. 
specting the case, except that furnished by the 
Commissioner’s letter, in increasing the amoun: 
she now receives by an act of special legislation. 

Mr. CLAY. The report of the committee js 
adverse in that case. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
then will be on the indefinite postponement of the 
bill. 

Mr. BROWN. Oh, no. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill being 
objected to, it will be passed over. 


ELIZA M. EVANS. 


The bill reported from the Committee on Rev- 
olutionary Claims, for the relief of Eliza M 
Evans, was read a second time, and considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

It proposes to direct the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to pay to Eliza M. Evans, the only child and 
heir-at-law of Colonel Anthony Walton White, 
deceased, late a colonel in the revolutionary army, 
the interest on $3,750 advanced by White to the 
Continental Congress, for the ea of a regi- 
ment of light-horse, commanded by him; the in- 


| terest to be computed from July 4, 1780, to July 


7, 1838. 

Anthony W. White served in the revolutionary 
army, with the rank of colonel B ge to the year 
1783 he advanced to the United States, for the 
— of his regiment, the sum of $3,750; from 
1788 down to the year 1838, either he or his legal 
representatives, made continual efforts to obtain « 


THOMAS D. JENNINGS. 

The bill, reported from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, for the relief of Thomas D. Jennings, 
was read a second time, and considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

It proposes to authorize Thomas D. Jennings, 


deducting for costs $164 86. Process was at the 
same time issued, but was not served, on King or | 
Battle. The claim from which the petitioner | 


asks to be released is the balance under the above | on the 7th July, 1838, an act was approved to re- 
judgment, on the ground that he, as adminis- | fund to his legal representatives the sum. 


trator of Isaac as Brattle, had no information that The claim now made Is for the interest upon this 
there was such a claim in existence, until he had | 


settlement of his accounts and a yet oo, as of the 
loan; and during this time, both the Secretary of 
War and the committees of Congress uniformly 
reported in favor of the justice of the claim; finally, 


iy of Florida, to enter, at the minimum price of the 


a lands, a quantity of land not exceeding one | 
undred and sixty acres, comprising theimprove- | 


ment on which his late father, Lawrence D. Jen- 
nings, resided before his death, on due proof being 
presented to the register of the proper land office 
that he would have been entitled to a preémption 


paid out as administrator all the assets in hand, 


with the exception of $1,500, which he had re- | 


served for the payment of a debt due from the 


estate to a widow woman named Lewis, who is | reading, read a third time, and passed. 


poor and must lose the whole of her claim if 


sum of $3,750, from the 4th of July, 1780, to the 
Tth of July, 1838. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 


SARAH CRANDALL. 


|| the debt to Government be paid. A furtherground |, 
but for the removal of the family after the death | on which the petitioner ane to be relaaeede ts the | 
of the father. | laches on the part of the Government in not pros- || 
The bill was reported to the Senate without || ecuting its claim at the time of the failure on the 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed fora third | part of King and Matthews, and when they were 
reading, read a third time, and passed. | able to pay the damage sustained, instead of 
waiting four years, at the end of which time one 


of the principals had left the State and the other 


The bill reported from the Committee on Pen- 
_ sions, for the relief of Sarah Crandall, was read 4 
second time, and considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. ; 
It proposes to direct the Secretary of the Interior 


JUAN M. AND JOSE L. LUCO. | to place the name of Sarah Crandall, widow of 


i. The bill, reported from the Committee on Pri 






; : : ; | James Coon, on the list of eypelpiionsty pen- 

a vate Land Claims, for the relief of Juan M. Luco || had died, leaving an estate almost totally inade- | sioners, and pay her, during her natural life, at 
bt tats and José L. Luco, was read a second time, and || quate to meet the liability. > the rate of eight dollars per month, to commence 

ae considered as in Committee of the Whole. | Mr. SHIELDS objected, and the bill was | on the Ist of January, 1848. 

Bp! _ It proposes to permit them to file their claim and || passed over. | The petitioner was married to James Coon as 
eo title to a certain tract of land in California, known || SOPHIA KIRBY. | early as the year 1790; Coon died in 1799; his 
gi. il as the Ulpines Rancho, before the United States || The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next bill | widow afterwards married Jasper Crandall, who 
bits ais land commissioners to ascertain and settle the || on the Calendar, is one for the relief of Sophia died a few years since, leaving the petitioner aga!" 
=e st : private land claims in the State of California, ap- || Kirby, reported from the Committee on Pensions. | a widow. 

eis pointed under the act approved March 3, 1851;| It proposes to require the Secretary of the In-|, It is ciaimed by the petitioner that James Coon, 


: Jes% and to direct those commissioners to take cogni- | terior to place the name of Sophia Kirby, of War- | her first husband, was a soldier in the revolutionary 


zance of and pass upon the claim, in the same | ren county, Kentucky, widow of Joseph Kirby, |, war, and served in Colonel Warner’s regiment, 
manner as if it had been filed prior to the expira- | deceased, upon the pension roll, and to pay her 


| which was raised principally in Connecticut, and 
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that he ones for three years, and continued on 
uring that time. 
 * corteheate of the comptroller of the State of | 
Connecticut shows that, according to the records | 
in that office, Coon served in the revolutionary war, | 
and in Warner’s regiment, twenty-three months 
en days. 
"The Commissioner of Pensions rejected the 
petitioner’s application for a pension under the 
general laws, on the ground that the proof was 
insufficient to identify her husband with the James | 
Coon above mentioned, who was shown by the | 
record to have served nearly two years. 

It appears from the records in the comptroller’s 
office that there were two individuals bearing the 
name of James Coon on the roll of Warner’s 
regiment—one was a lieutenant, and the other 
was denominated ‘* fifer.’’ The first application | 
of the petitioner to the Pension Office stated that 
her husband enlisted as a private soldier at Hop- 
kinton, Rhode Island. Her papers were found || 
defective, and it became necessary for her to seek 
record evidence of the services of her husband. 
She applied at the office of the comptroller of Con- 
necticut, and received a certificate of the services 
of James Coon, the lieutenant, which she pre- 
sented to the Pension Office as proof of the ser- |, 
vices of her husband. It was subsequently as- 
certained that the lieutenant was a resident of 
Salisbury, Connecticnt, and not of Hopkinton, 
Rhode Island, where petitioner’s husban resided 
at the time of his enlistment. She was then noti- 
fied that there was another James Coon attached 
to Warner’s regiment, who appeared by the rolls 
to have been a musician. The Commissioner of 
Pensions required her, in order to prove the iden- 
tity of her husband with the James Coon last men- 
tioned, to produce the testimony of ‘* two or more 
witnesses who were themselves in service with 


him, and whose names were found on the same || 


rolls.”’ This testimony could not be procured. 
It will be observed that the petitioner was not | 
married to Coon until after the close of his ser- | 


vices in the army; that she resided, both before || 


and after the marriage, in the Stateof New York, } 
at a distance from the 
services; and that he died nearly fifty years ago. | 
It is not surprising, therefore, that she should have | 
supposed that the first certificate of the comptrol- | 
ler related to the services of her husband. 

The committee are satisfied of the services of 
the petitioner’s husband in the revolutionary war, | 


lace of his enlistment and | 


| 


|, ter only, which, on bein 
| 


ments reported to the House from the Committee 


of the Whole on the state of the Union to cer- | 


tain bills relating to the organized Territories. 
Mr. LETCHER. I move that the House re- 
solve itself into the Committee of the Whole on 





the state of the Union, for the purpose of re- 


suming territorial business. 
Mr. BENSON. I ask the gentleman to waive 


his motion for a moment, in order to afford me || 


the opportunity to present to the House some | 
resolutions passed by the Legislature of the State | 
of Maine. 

Mr. LETCHER. I have no objection to do 
80. 


RESOLUTIONS OF STATE LEGISLATURES. 


unanimous consent of the House, and presented 
joint resolutions of the Legislature of the State of | 
Maine, as follows: 7 

Ist. In favor of cheap ocean postage. 

2d. In relation to certain proposed modifications 
of the navigation laws of the United States, al- 


rocal trade with the North American Colonies. 
83d. In relation to the revenue laws of the United 
States. 


the United States Navy. 
Which were severally laid upon the table, and 
ordered to be printed. 
Mr. WALLEY. Also, 7 


ae to the House resolutions og by the || 
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|| entire week. The business first in order before the | * am Famers, Ready, Reese, Risbeste, Ruffin, 
. e reement to certain a ba ussell, Seymour, Shower, Samuel A. Smith, William R. 

House is upon th ee rtain amend Smith, George W. Smyth, Alexander H. Stephens 
ton, Andrew Stuart, John J. Taylor, Nathaniel G. 


1109 


—— ee 








Strat. 
Ta lor, 
Thurston, Trout, Vail, Eliihu B. Washburne, Wells, Jobn 
Wentworth, Hendrick B. Wright, and Zollicoffer—73. 


So the House refused to adjourn over till Mon- 


day. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Larcn- 
er’s motion; and decided in the affirmative. 

So the rules were suspended. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Pue ps in the chair.) 


TERRITORIAL BUSINESS. 
The CHAIRMAN. When the committee was 


|| last in session it had under consideration the bill 


|| of the House No. 317, entitled “ A bill to eatab- 
Mr. BENSON then asked and obtained the | 


lish the office of surveyor general of Utah, to 
grant donations of lands to actual settlers therein, 
and for other purposes.’’ The amendments pend- 
ing were to strike out the last proviso of the third 
section, and to strike out all after the word “' per- 
son;’’ the latter submitted by the gentleman from 


| Virginia, (Mr. Lercuer.} 
lowances of bounties to fishing vessels, and recip- || 


Mr. LETCHER. I will modify my amend- 
ment so that, if adopted, the section will read thus: 
That the benefits of the second and third secnone of 


| this act shall not extend to any person. 
4th. In favor of the abolition of spirit rations in || 


unanimous consent, || 


| 


egislature of Massachusetts, in relation to, and || 
in favor of, establishing floating schools for the edu- || 
cation of seamen; which were referred to the Com- || 


mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. CROCKER asked the unanimous consent 


of the House to introduce the following resolution; | 


which was read for information: 


| be called and have leave to report bille of a private charac- 
read a first and second time, 
| shall be referred to the Committee of the Whole House 


| without debate. 
Objection being made, the resolution was not 
introduced. 


Mr. LETCHER. 


I now submit my motion 


that the House resolve itself into the Committee || 


| of the Whole on the state of the Union, with a 


and of his identity with the James Coon last | yiew to resume the consideration of territorial 


mentioned. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without | 


amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third | 
reading, read a third time, and passed. 
JOHN BRONSON. 

Mr. BADGER. I objected, a short time since, | 
to the consideration of the bill for the relief of | 
John Bronson. I am satisfied that it is a very | 
meritorious bill. I therefore withdraw my ob- | 
jection. => 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The objection 
being withdrawn, the bill will be considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read a third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM DARBY. 

The next bill on the Calendar, was one, reported 
from the Committee on Claims, for the relief of 
William Darby, which was read a second time. 

It proposes to pay to William Darby $1,500 in | 
full compensation for his labor and materials fur- | 
nished in surveying and making a map of the Ter- | 
nitory of Louisiana, in the years 1812 and i813. | 
_ HUNTER. I should like to hear the report | 
read. 


On motion, the Senate adjourned to Monday. | 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


The House met at twelve o’clock,m. Prayer 
by Rev. Henry Suicer. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. | 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. EDGERTON. I would inquire of the | 
Chair whether the special order takes precedence, | 
this being Friday, over the Private Calendar? 
TheSPEAKER. The special order covers the | 


Famay, May 5, 1854. 
| 


business. 
ADJOURNMENT OVER. 
| Mr. LILLY. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on 
the adoption of the amendment of the gentleman 
from Virginia, as amended. 

Mr. DISNEY. I wish to say a word—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Further debate is not in 
order. Debate on the amendment was exhausted 
on the amendment before the committee rose last 
evening. 


Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. Has the gentleman 


| the right to modify his amendment after debate 


Resolved, That on Tuesday next the committees shall | pet ; 
| gentleman from Virginia is one in the second de- 


I rise to a question of privilege. || 


| I move that when the House adjourns, it adjourn | 


to meet on Monda 
Mr. JONES, of 
I demand the yeas and nays. 
Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I would in- 
quire of the Chair what number of territorial bills 


next. 


ennessee. Upon that motion 


| yet remain to be acted upon? 


The SPEAKER. Some twelve or thirteen. 
Mr. CAMPBELL. There is plenty of time 


| to consider them next week. 
I think we may as well 
|, attend to this business this week. 


Mr. STEPHENS. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 


|| order, and let us consider it now. 


The yeas and nays were then ordered. 
Mr. LANE, of Oregon. 
will withdraw that motion. 
Mr. LILLY. I cannot. 


It is the special | 


I hope the gentleman | 


The question was then taken upon Mr. Litty’s | 
motion, and decided in the negative—yeas 57, 


nays 73; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, Ball, Benson, 


Bugg, Campbell, Chrisman, Cook, Corwin, Cox, Crocker, | 
Cullom, Cutting, Dick, ee eet Thomas D. El-.| 


iot, Flagler, Franklin, Green, Harrison, Howe, Hunt, 


Daniel 


Pennington, Bishop Perkins, Riddle, David Ritchie, Sapp, 
Seward, Simmons, Gerrit Smith, Snodgrass, Richard H. 
Stanton, Hestor L. Stevens, John L. Taylor, Tracy, Up- 
ham, Wade, Walbridge, Walker, Walley, W 
Washburn, Tappan Wentworth, and Wheeler—57. 
NAYS—Messrs. James C. Allen, David J. Bailey, Barks- 
dale, Boyce, Breckinridge, Carpenter, Caskie, Clark, Cling 
man, Cobb, Curtis, John G. Davis, Drum Dunbar, Eddy, 
Edgerton Edmundson, John M. Elliott, Ellison, Fenton, 
Gamble, Greenwood, Hamilton, Sampson W. Harris, Henn, 
Houston, Hughes, Ingersol!, - Jones, Kerr, Kurtz, 
| Lane, Lin ey, Macdonald MeDougait, McNair, Meach- 
| am, Middleswarth, Smith Miller, Millson, Nobie, Olds, 
Mordecai Oliver, Orr, John Perkins, Phelps, Phillips, Pow- 


Jones, Kittredge, Knox, Letcher, Lilly, McCul- 
|, loch, Mace, ee Norton, Parker, Peckham, 
i 


| move an amendment merel 








| to Mormons. 
 espire3 as did the Delegate from Utah, that, 


on it has been exhausted ? 

The CHAIRMAN. He has the right. 

Mr. DISNEY. In order to say a word, I shall 
as matter of form. 
The amendment of the 


The CHAIRMAN. 


ree. 

' Mr. DISNEY. Will the Chair allow me to 
suggest that it is only an amendment in the firat 
degree, because, on a motion to strike out, it is in 
order to move to amend the part proposed to be 
stricken out. Now, the original motion here was 
to strike out the proviso. The motion of the 
gentleman from Virginia is not an amendment in 
the second degree, not an amendment to the mo- 


|| tion to strike out, but an amendment touching the 


subject-matter proposed to be stricken out. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio 
will proceed. The Chair was too hasty in his 
decision. 

Mr. DISNEY. I move a pro forma amend- 
ment. Yesterday I explained, Mr. Chairman, as 
far as this question was concerned, that I felt 
little or no interest in it. I stated, that in the bill 
which I originally submitted to the Committee on 
Public Lands, there was nothing said in relation 
I felt it to be my duty to explain 


y custom and statutory law of that Territory, 
polygamy was recognized there. 

Mr. LETCHER. Read the law, and let us 
hear what it is. Members would like to know it. 

Mr. DISNEY. It can be read when I have 
concluded. 

Mr. HUNT. Mr. Chairman, I call for the 
reading of the law, in order that the gentleman’s 
time may not be consumed. 

The CHAIRMAN. When the gentleman from 
Ohio has concluded his remarks, the law will be 
read at the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. HUNT. We can understand his remarks 
better if the law be read first. 

Mr. LETCHER. The jfentleman had better 
have it read now. We shall be able to understand 
his remarks better after we have heard the law. 

Mr. DISNEY. Well, I will send it to the 


|| Clerk’s desk to be read. 


alsh, [srael | 


The Clerk read the law; which is as follows: 
“The homestead, occupied by the wife, or any jon 


| of the family of the deceased at the time of his death, shall 


in all cases be held free to the use of the wife and family o/ 
the deceased, and shall not be liable to any claim or claims 

inst said estate; and if there be other property remaining 

r the liabilities of the estate are liquidated, then itshal!, 
in the absence of other arrangements by will, descend in 
equal shares to his children, or their heirs; ome share to 
such heirs through the mother of such children, if she shali 
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survive him, during her natural life, or during her widow- | 


hood; or, if he bas had more than one wile, who either 
died. or survived in lawful wedlock, it shall be equally di 
vided between the living and the beirs of those who are 
dead, such heirs taken by right of representation.”’ 


Mr. DISNEY (who was very imperfectly heard, 
owing to the noise prevailing around the reporters’ 
desks) then said: ‘The committee will observe the 
peculiar phraseology: ‘*a party who has had 
more than one wife, who survives him in lawful 
wedlock.’”’ 

My object, however, in rising this morning, was 
to call the attention of the committee to the point 
involved in the pending question. This bill con- 
tains the same provision in relation to the ‘Terri- 
tory of Utah that has been made in relation to all 
other Territories. By it Congress practically says 
to the emigrant: If you remove to this Territory 
and settle there, we shall esteem it a service, and 
such # service that we will give you one hundred 
and sixty acres of Jand asa consideration for it. 
As I have already stated, polygamy is recognized 
by statutory Jaw in this Taukery. How far it 
may be competent for Congress to interfere with 
regard to the existence of that institution, 1s not 
the question now beforeus. Wecertainly cannot 
reach it in this way. Icis simply a question of 
policy, whether we will encourage the emigration 
of Mormons to this particular Territory. The 
refusal to make this donation cannot affect the 
existence of the institution itself, 

With regard to the question of the power of 
Congress, every gentleman can see and examine 
the arguments on both sides. The only point 
really involved in this question is, whether Con- 

ress will esteem it politic to offer donations of 
Fand to induce Mormons to emigrate to this par- 
ticular Territory, or whether, by a refusal to grant 
them the same inducement that you hold out to 
other people, you will interpose a barrier, and, to 
that extent, discourage the emigration of Mor- 
mong into this Territory. 

Mr. PERKINS, of New York. I am opposed 


to the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio, | 


(Mr. Diswey.} I think that this clause ought to 


remain as it is, or except from it the provision | 


that excludes the poor man, if he happens to have 
but two wives, from having any land. If we are 


to give Governors, judges, and other Federal offi- || or priests? 
cers in that Territory, large salaries, to enable them | 

. ty or fi ives, and allow the lords : P. ; ; 
toaupport thirty or forty wives, and a | stand practically, I expect it is this very subject | 


and the high spiritual dignitaries of the Mormon 
establishment, not only thislarge number of wives, 
but salaries of $3,000 or $4,000, I can see no 
reason for excluding the poor fellow who has been 
enticed there from enjoying any land, if he hap- 
pens to have two wives instead of thirty or forty. 


THE CONGRE 


I have seen recently in the newspapers a state- || 
ment declaring that no law shall be cited, except | 


the statutes of the United States, in any court 
whatever in the Territory of Utah. Then the 


common law is not recognized there, and the spir- | 


itua!l law is recognized, if this statement in the 
newspapers is true, which gives the privilege and 


right to a person there to have as many wives as | 


he can get. It seems to me utterly preposterous, 


and will be disgraceful to this Congress, to allow | 


the Governors, judges, and other officers ap- 


pointed by the Government of the United States, | 


to hold their offices, at large salaries, and have 


just as many, wives as they please, as their sala- | 


ries will enavle them to support, and yet prohibit | 


the poor men from enjoying the benefit of land 
there, if they happen to have only two wives. 
{Laughter. } 

Mr. DISNEY. With the leave of the com- 
mittee, | withdraw my amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, 
the genteman from Ohio [Mr. Disner] will be 
permitted to withdraw his amendment. 

Mr. BOYCE. I move to amend by striking 
out the third section. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment pro- 

vsed by the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
Devos) would not be in order at this time. An 
amendment is now pending which must first be 
entertained and disposed of, before any amend- 
ment can be entertained to strike out the section. 

Mr. BOYCE. I move, then, to add the follow- 
ing words: ‘* more than one wife, or to be guilty 
of any irreligious practice.” 

No one can be more opposed to polygamy than 
Iam. I have no idea of proceedingin any matter 
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interfere with the religious relations of the people 
in this Territory? The whole power which this 
Government exercises over the Territory is sim- 
ply that of a constructive character. Where is 
it derived from? There is no express clause in 
the Constitution in relation to this matter. The 
authority which is derived from that clause which 
prescribes the rightof making all needful rules and 
regulations for the Territories, clearly does not 
authorize a governmental power. It is said by 
the best writers on constitutional law, to be de- 
rived as an incidentto the treaty-making power; 
they lay down the principle thus: because you have 
the right to acquire territory, you have also the 
right to govern it. 

Well, Mr. Chairman, the right to govern the 
Territory isnotan unlimited power of Government. 
It is subject to all the express limitations of the 
Constitution that may be applicable to the subject; 
and the subject is liable to all the implied limita- 
tions derivable from the nature of this Govern- | 
ment. Sir, what isthe object of the government 
of the Territory? The governments of Territo- 
ries are organized merely for the purpose of pro- 
tecting the Territories in their infant state, until 
they are able to become States. The whole pow- 
er of the Government over the Territories should 


be confined to that narrow sphere of protecting the || 


rights of persons and things until they are able to 
become States. It by no means implies that Con- 
gress has a right to interfere with the domestic, 
the social, or the religious relations of the people. 
Their religious relations, | say, are not to be in- 
terfered with. This is a religious subject; and 
because it is a religious subject, it is one of great 
magnitude. 

But, Mr. Chairman, if there is one thing clear 
in reference to the power of Congress, it is that it 
has no right to interfere with the subject of religion. 
That is the very first of the amendments to the 
Constkution; it stands at the head of all the 
amendments. Congress shall pass no law upon 
this subject. But it may be said that this religion 
of the Mormons is not a true religion—that it is a 
false religion. But 1 do not think that Congress 
has any right to say that this or that religion is 
true or false. Who made us judges over this 
matter? Who appointed us apostles, or bishops, 
Why, Mr. Chairman, if there is any 
one subject which this Congress does not under- 


of religion. 

I ask you, sir, who set us up to be judges of 
other people’s religion? Who gave us authority 
to legislate for them on the subject of religion? 
But it may be supposed that it is no great viola- 
tion of the principles of the Constitution to inter- 
fere with the religion of the Mormons; but once 
you break in upon that principle, once you violate 
it in any regard, where will you stop? I am op- 


| posed to any infraction at all of the Constitution 


j 


| 


on this point. Letall religions be free. Let every 
man worship God according to his own heart and | 
conscience. 

Well, again, Mr. Chairman, the spirit of this 
bill is at war with another clause of the Constitu- 
tion, which says that Congress shall pass no bill 
of attainder. I knowthat, legally and technically, 
the clause applies to the passage of acts of Parlia- 
ment depriving a man of his life. But the Supreme 
Court have determined that the term contained in 
this clause of the Constitution applies to all kinds 
of legislation by which any pains or penalties are 
inflicted upon persons. Itis to prohibit any kind of 
legislation by which Congress places itself in the | 
condition of the judiciary to judge, and hear, and 
determine the cause itself. ann I ask, what is 
the bill before us but a bill of pains and penalties | 
against this people, against a whole nation? Why, | 
sir, we have no parallel in our history 
Here the hammer fell. 

r. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. 





I understood the 


admit the constitutional power in Congress to 
donate these lands absolutely to actual settlers. | 
Now, sir, I want to know from him, and I inquire | 
for the sake of obtaining information, whether, if | 
Congress has the power to make an absolute grant, | 
it has not also the power to affix conditions to the | 
rant? 

A Memeser, (in his seat.) Not if the provis- | 
ions of the bill are unconstitutional. 
Mr. CAMPBELL. I was not inquiring nf 





blindly. What right has this Government to || the honorable gentleman on my left; it was to his 


es 
colleague [Mr. Boyce] that I propounded the 
question: ** Not if the provisions are unconstity. 
_ tional???’ The honorable gentleman from South 
Carolina says that we would be interfering with 
the religious rights of the people of Utah by re. 
taining this provision. Now, Mr. Chairman I 
assume the position that if you can give away the 
land at all, you may affix such conditions to the 
grant as Congress may regard as wholesome and 
necessary for the protection of sound morals and 
the public good. To illustrate my views, Mr 
Chairman ; 

Mr. BOYCE, (interrupting.) Will the gentle. 

man from Ohio allow me to make a remark ? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Inamoment. I wish to 
| put a case to the honorable member from South 

Carolina. 

Suppose that, in the wildness of religious fanat. 
_icism in Utah, the Mormons should imagine that 
| they had received a revelation from the prophet 
| Joe Smith which required them to enact an ecele. 

siastical law to the effect that the eldest born of 
| every woman in that Territory should, when jt 
was one month old, be sacrificed and slaughtered: 
| and suppose, further, that, under such circum. 
stances, that people should come here and ask 
| Congress to make a grant of lands to encourage 





| settlement under a system of that kind; would 
| not the honorable gentleman, acting in the capacity 
of a guardian, and representing a people having a 

| joint interest with all the rest of the people of this 
| land in that domain, deem it proper and advisable 
| to provide that no person who subscribed to, and 
| practiced upon, the principles of such a religion, 
| or rather fanaticism, should have a grant of land? 
| Now | will yield to the gentleman from South 
| Carolina [Mr. Boyce] to answer my question. 
Mr. BOYCE. I propose to ask the gentleman 
| from Ohio 
Mr. CAMPBELL. I propose that you an- 
| swer the question, which I have already propound- 
| ed, first. 

Mr. BOYCE. You put an extreme case, and 
I believe it is customary to answer one question 
| by asking another, 
| Mr. CAMPBELL, Answer the question first, 
| and then propound yours. 
| Mr. BOYCE. Then [| will say that I would 
| do nothing to recognize such a state of things. 

Now, I will ask the gentleman whether Con- 

ress has the right to declare, in this bill, that no 

Prasbylarion should have the privilege of taking a 
portion of this land ? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. If a Presbyterian church 
| in Utah, actuated by a wild fanaticism, should de- 





|| clare, by an ecclesiastical provision, the allowance 


of polygamy, or any other crime, as a tenet of its 
faith, | should say that no person subscribing to 
| such a provision, or practicing under it, should 
| have any portion of the public domain, and that 
| it would clearly be the duty of Congress so to 
| declare. 

Mr. BOYCE. If there is no objection, I will 
| withdraw my amendment. ; 


| No objection being made, the amendment was 





| withdrawn. 

Mr. WALBRIDGE. I move to amend the 
| proviso under consideration, so that it shall read: 
And provided further, That neither the benefits of this 
| or of any other act donating public lands, shall extend to 
| any person who shall now, or at any time hereafter, be the 
husband of more than one wife, 

When I rose to address the Chair, I stated that 
| the views expressed by the gentleman from North 
Carolina were, that if we pass this restriction, the 
| Mormons will pass out of Utah, and spread all 
over the vast valley of the interior of this conti- 
| nent. The amendment which I now propose 
reaches that objection. I do not propose here to 


|| discuss the constitutional question. I touch the 
| moral question only. 


|| the donors of this land, has the right to prescribe 
gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Boyce] to | 


If this Congress, acting 08 


the terms and conditions upon which they shall 


| be given, it has the right to prescribe the condi- 


tion that no individual who indulges in polygamy 
| shall be entitled to the benefits of this act. If he 


refers polygamy, he can leave the Union. 
\| ' Mr. PECKHAM. If he prefers more than one 


| woman. 

| Mr. WALBRIDGE. As my friend from New 
York says, if he prefers more than one woman he 
may leave the land. If we prescribe conditions, 
we must make them consistent with the laws of 





| the land. Ifa single member of this House should 
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take to himself more than one wife, he not only 


subjects himself to the frowns of the community, | 


but to the penalties prescribed by the law; and he 
suffers for his crime in the pemtentiary. Doyou 
ask, then, that these people shall have the benefits 
of this law? That your lands shall not be with- 
held from people guilty of this crime’ 

Mr. KEITT. Will the gentleman from New 
York allow me to ask him a single question? If 
it be unconstitutional to legislate upon the sub- 
iect of polygamy itself, is it not unconstitutional, 
in donating the public lands, to impose a restric- 
tion which indirectly effects the same thing? 

Mr. WALBRIDGE. I stated, at the outset 
of my remarks, that in what 1 should now say 
upon this subject I should waive the constitutional 
question entirely. Ido not propose to say whether 
it is constitutional or not. [am viewing this asa 
great moral question; and I say that it is the right 
and duty of Congress, in making donations of 
the public lands, to impose such limitations and 
restrictions aS they may think proper, such as 
would be made in the States. 

Such a restriction would not be necessary in the 
State of South Carolina, because the State itself 
has made the restriction, by forbidding polygamy. 
But wherever polygamy exists, the line is dis- 
tinctly drawn; and I submit that Congress have 
the right, and that it is their duty, in making do- 
nations, to impose restrictions in reference to it. I 
therefore insist, as | said yesterday, upon retain- 
ing this proviso as a moral question, and leave the 
constitutional question for others to discuss. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. Mr. Chairman, when in 
order, | propose to offer, as an amendment, that 
the benefits of the billshall not be extended to any 
one guilty of murder, arson, piracy, or robbery. 

The objection which I originally urged against 
the proviso of the bill, it seems to me, has not 
been answered. It is true, sir, that I have not 
thought it necessary frequently to obtrude myself 
upon the House in answer to the several gentle- 
men who have taken the other side; but my col- 
league [Mr. Coss] has no right to conclude from 
my silence, under these circumstances, that I have 
“backed out’’—I believe that was his expression. 


Sir, when I have nothing to say which can throw | 


additional light upon the subject under considera- 
tion, silence appears to me most becoming; and in 
the most friendly spirit, I suggest the propriety 
of this course to the grave consideration of my 
colleague. 


The proviso excludes from the benefit of the | 


bill all persons who have more than one wife. 
Why? Because it is said polygamy is a crime. 
Then the exclusion operates by way of penalty, 
and is intended to operate by way of discouraging 
crime. This, then, as I understand it, is the 
assertion of a collateral or incidental jurisdiction 
over the morals of the people of the country, 


which is inconsistent with the theory of our limited || 


Federal Constitution. 


Our only jurisdiction over crimes is to be found || 


in those clause@ of the Constitution which author- 
ize Congress to ** provide for the punishment of 
counterfeiting the securities and current coin of 
the United States.”” To define and punish piracies 
and felonies committed on the high seas, and of- 
fenses against the law of nations, ‘* and to declare 
the punishment of treason.”’ 

In addition to this, then, there is a criminal 
jurisdiction arising out of that clause authoriz- 
ing Congress to make all laws which may be ne- 
cessary and proper for carrying into execution the 
powers conferred by the Constitution. And, sir, 
even as to these crimes, the mode of punishment 
is prescribed by the Constitution. The common 


law rules being preserved in all cases of accusation. | 


Has Congress the right to say that no man who 


is a polygamist shall be permitted to purchase the | 


public lands, or be entitled to a preémptor’s right 


of settlement, or what is the same thing, to share || 


in those grants made in the exercise of the 
power contained in the Constitution, authorizing 
“rules and regulations’’ for the disposal of the 
public lands? 

If, through the exercise of the power ‘to dis- 
pose of’’ the public lands, Congress is to take 
this incidental control over this particular crime, 


why not over every other? And if in this mode, | 


why not in every other mode of disposing of the 
territory? Why not extend the proviso so as to 
exclude from the benefit of the act all persons 
who are guilty of murder, arson, piracy, forgery, 


| and, I might add, theft of slaves, if | were not afraid 
of shocking the sensibilities of some gentlemen, 
and thus bring the influence of the Government to 
bear upon the whole dark catalogue of crime? 

Sir, these considerations are not answered by 
sophomoric declamation as to the heinousness of 
the offense. That, sir, is not the question, but 
whether we shall, for the first time in the history 
of our legislation, link into our acts the discour- 
agement or punishment of crimes which are ap- 
propriately referred to the local Legislatures. 

If Congress possesses any power, acting as the 
Legislature of this Territory, then let them exert 
it in a direct manner, by virtue of that power, and 
we could then meet the question fairly when it is 
presented; but let us not smuggle into this bill a 
Jurisdiction not warranted by the clause of the 
Constitution under which it is framed. 

The question was taken on the amendment to 
the amendment; and it was rejected. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. I move to substitute 
for the words ‘‘ provisions of thjs act,’’ in the 
amendment of the gentleman from Virginia, the 
words ‘* donations of land made by this act.” 

Mr. Chairman, | had no desire to participate in 
this discussion, but simply to vote for the proviso 
as it has been amended; but I cannot pass with 
silence some of the remarks thrown out in the 
debate by gentlemen who are in favor of striking 
out this proviso. It seems to me they go aside 
from the fact, that by the bill to organize the Ter- 
ritory of Utah, which passed September, 1850, al] 
the laws of that Territory passed by the Legis- 
lative Assembly and Governor are to be submitted 
to the Congress of the United States; and that, if 
disapproved, they are to be null and of no effect. 

| I have the law before me. 

| Now, is it a fact that there are laws in Utah 
which establish the crime of polygamy, as asserted 
by gentlemen? My friend and colleague over the 
way, [Mr. Disney,] referred this morning to a 
law which he said countenanced, or established 
polygamy in that Territory. | had no opportunity 
to examine it. My friend from Alabama (Mr. 

|| Puicirps] said that we might as well insert a pro- 
vision here to exclude any man guilty of murder, 
perjury, or any other crime. 1 enkavtnnl that 
the Territorial 
crimes, and hold them to be crimes as they do in 

| the States of this Union, whereas they tolerate 
the other crime, that of polygamy. 

And here we have a beautiful specimen of this 
squatter sovereignty, so ably advocated by gen- 


egislature of Utah denounce those | 


tlemen in Congress; the leaving of the Territories | 


to do as they please; the Territorial Legislatures 
to do what they please; establish any crime they 
choose. Whether we approve or not, we are to 
pass the laws unnoticed. 

If I had the time, | would read from the law 
|| organizing the Territory of Utah, a law for which 
I take this occasion to say I did not vote. 
| indisposed to give the people of Utah, whom | 
conceived at that time to be a set of strolling 
squatters, who had seized the public land, and 
defied the authority of the United States. I was 
indisposed to give the people of that Territory, a 
territory twelve times as large, | am told, as that 
| of New York, the power to set up and justify a 
|| crime in defiance of the Congress of the United 
States. 

Mr. BOYCE. I am opposed to this wholesale 

| legislation against a whole community. Itreminds 

me of our revolutionary struggle. Sir, 1 well 

recollect what Burke said, when Lord North and 

his servile majority attempted to proscribe a whole 

province. He said, ‘* | do not know how to draw 

| up an indictment against a whole nation.” And 

so with me. I do not know how to draw up an 

indictment against this whole people. I am for 
jetting them alone. 


that provision of the Constitution which says that 


| no man shall be bound to answer for any criminal 


| 


|| offense unless upon the presentment of a grand 
|| jury. Here you require this whole people to an- 
|| swer for a criminal offense, and on what present- 
|; ment? The presentment of the Congress of the 
|| United States. Is that in consonance with the 
| Constitution? Again: Every man has a right to 
a trial by jury when he is charged with crime. 
|| Do you give the people of Utah this right? No, 
| you do not. ‘I'’o whom do you give the power to 


|| decide this question’ You giveitto this surveyor || 


| general 


I felt | 


It seems to me that this proviso is at war with | 
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When a Mormon applies for a tract of land 
under the provisions of this bill, the surveyor 
general will say to him, ‘* You shall not have it.”’ 
‘““Why?’’ “ Because you have more wives than 
one.”? Who is to decide that question? This 
surveyor general. He is to decide whether the 
man has been guilty of this crime or not. Is that 
consistent with the Constitution? However good 
our motives may be, let us not trample the Gon- 
sutution and this great provision of liberty under 
foot. Sir, these people are entitled to our sym- 
pathy and pity. Look at their history. It isa 
history of misfortune and persecution, of disaster 
and suffering. They have never been permitted to 
livein peace and security inany community. The 
were driven from Missouriand from IIlinois. Their 
beautiful city of Nauvoo was devastated, and they 
were compelled, with bleeding hearts, to bid adieu 
to the graves of their people and to their beautiful 
temple. Their prophet was taken and placed in 
jail in Carthage, and while there, was brutally 
murdered by assassins. They were then driven 
into the wilderness. They went up on the western 
side of Iowa, and there at mid-winter, whilst they 
were in the midst of suffering, the United States 
called upon them to go and fight the battles of the 
country. And how did they respond to that call? 
They responded to it better than the people of 
many parts of the United States. They sent 
almost their whole military force; and that people 
rallied around the star-spangled banner, and went 
out to fight the battles of our country. And yet 
= will not now permit those men to enjoy a 
1ome in that wilderness which they have rescued 
from barbarism and from the Indians. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Tayion’s 
amendment; and it was rejected. 

Mr. RICHARDSON obtained the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair being unwill- 
ing to call gentlemen to order in debate, has, per- 
haps, permitted the rule to be violated to some 
extent; but in the further debate upon this bill 
he will attempt rigidly to enforce the rule. 

Mr. COBB. Iam very sorry the Chairis only 
going to adopt that course now. My colleague 
{Mr. Puiturps} has been heard, and I want an 
opportunity to reply. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Ala- 
bama is out of order. 

I will read so much of the 34th rule as is neces- 
sary to show its application: 

‘*Where debate is closed by order of the House, any 
member shall be allowed, in committee, five minutes to 
explain any amendment he may offer; after which any 
member who shall first obtain the floor shall be allowed to 


speak five minutes in opposition to it, and there shall be 
no further debate on the amendment.”’ 


Mr. SEWARD. 
rise. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I desire to propound a 
question to the Chair, with a view of facilitating 
I wish to know if it will be in or- 
der to lay aside this bill, and take up and dispose of 
other territorial bills that are before the commit- 
tee, to which there may be no objection? Wecan 
then return to a consideration of this bill, and 
spend upon it whatever may be left of the time of 
the special order. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the opinion of the 
Chair, the committee can lay aside this bill, and 
proceed to the consideration of other bills. 

Mr. SEWARD. I rise to a point of order. I 
insist that the motion submitted by me was in 
order. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Ricu- 
ARDSON] had the floor, but simply for the purpose 
of making a suggestion, as ] understood. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I desire to make a mo- 
tion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The floor was assigned b 
the Chair to the gentleman from Illinois. While 
he was occupying it, the gentleman from Georgia, 
nor any other gentleman, had no right to make 
any motion whatever. 

Mr. SEWARD. Then I call the gentleman 
from Illinois to order, on the ground that he is 
not discussing the question before the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. According to the under- 
standing of the Chair, the gentleman from Illinois 
rose to a point of order. If the Chair was mis- 
informed, he would like to be corrected. 4 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I rose to make an in- 
quiry, upon which I desired to base a motion. I 
submit my motion now, and the Chair can decide 
whether | am in order or not. 


I move that the committee 
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Mr. SEWARD. If the gentleman submits a 
motion, he is in order; but if he make an inquiry 
merely, he is not in order. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I move to lay aside this 
bill. The object I have in view, if the motion be 
agreed to, is to enable the committee to proceed 
to the consideration, and dispose of the other 
territorial bills. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Is that motion debatable ? 

Mr. KEITT. I make this pointof order. The 
committee rose, went into the House, and then 
a resoluuon was passed directing that the debate 
should be closed—— 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South 
Carolina is not entitled to the floor. The gentle- 
man from Georgia submits the motion that the 
committee rise 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Sew- 
ARD’s motion; and it was decided in the negative. 

So the committee refused to rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from IIli- 
nois submits the motion thatthis bill be laid aside. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I desire to know if that 
motion is debatable? 

Mr. KEITT. I rise toa point of order. The 
House passed a resolution to close debate, to vote 
upon the amendments, and report the bill to the 
House. Having done that, | now ask whether 
that order can be set aside or disregarded by the 
committee? 

The CHAIRMAN. A resolution was intro- 
duced, and passed by the House, in the usual 
form, closing debate on this bill, and directing the 
committee to proceed with its consideration, and 
report the bill and amendments to the House. 
Therefore the motion of the gentleman from IIli- 
nois cannot be entertained. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I desire to inquire of the 
Chair under what rule it has decided that the 
proposition to lay aside this bill is not debatable? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio 
is not in order. 

Mr. ORR. There is an express ruie, Mr. 
Chairman, that a motion for priority of business 
is not debatable. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I hope the chairman of the 
Committee on Territories [Mr. Richarpson] will 
withdraw his motion to set aside the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. That motion has been 
ruled out of order. There is no motion pending, 
except the amendments offered to the bill. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Oh, very well. That will 
do. Lam perfectly satisfied with that. 

Mr. LETCHER. I desire to offer an amend- 
ment to the amendment, by inserting after the 
word ** persons ’’ the additional words *‘ male or 
female.’’ 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair rules that the 
gentleman from Virginia cannot amend his own 
amendment. 

Mr. LETCHER. But can I not modify it? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentlemancan mod- 
ify it, but cannot speak upon that modification. 

Mr. KERR. Then, Mr. Chairman, | make 
the motion to amend the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Virginia, [Mr. Lercuer,] oF insert- 
ing the words indicated by him, ‘* male or female.”’ 

Mr. LETCHER. Mr. Chairman, which side 
of the proposition am I to take? Am I to speak 
for or against it? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia will have to speak against it. 

Mr. LETCHER. Very well, it does not mat- 
ter much. Ican say as much on the one side as 
on the other. (Laughter. } 

All that I desire to say, Mr. Chairman, is in 
reference to a point which has been made in the 
wane of this debate, and that by the gentleman 

rom Alabama. He desired to know whether any 
member of this committee would undertake to dis- 
criminate—in the donation of land—against mur- 
derers, or against pirates, or against any other 
characters who were the subjects of crime. Now, 
sir, there isa very distinct answer to this question. 
I think there is a very conclusive answer to this 
view of the case. Neither the State of Virginia, 
nor the State of Alabama, nor the State of Geor- 
gia, nor any other civilized or well established 
community that I know of, in the United States, 
recognizes these crimes as part of their social sys- 
tem. But in the Territory of Utah polygamy is 
a system, a regularly recognized system—neither 
more nor less—adopted under the ecclesiastical 
law, recognized under the legislative law, and, in 
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every way, and with every sanction that can be 


given to it, either by the clergy or by the legisla- 
tive authority, recognized as an immusPu.., an 
unchangable institution. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. Will the gentleman from 
Virginia allow me to make a remark? 

Mr. LETCHER. Not just now; wait a mo- 
ment. If the government of the Territory of 
Utah had recognized murder, or had recognized 
piracy, or had recognized any other species of 
crime as a legal system, then, sir, I say, we could 
here, in making donations of this sort, express on 
the part of Congress an unqualified hostility to 
any system of the kind. 

Sir, what are we doing here? These people 
come and ask for special! privileges under the law, 
and it is for us to say whether, while they have 
such a system among them, we will tolerate that 
institution, and encourage these people, by giving 
to them the very benefits and privileges that they 
ask. Now, Mr. Chairman, if we can do this, it 
seems to me that we are perfectly powerless, that 
we have noauthority of any sort. It seems that, 
no matter what crime springs up in the country, 
when the professors of it get into a Territory, and 
ask for land, we must make donations to them, 
because we have made donations to othere, and 
have no right to make a discrimination. 

Now, sir, as to the view of my friend from 
South Carolina, [Mr. Boyce.) He says that this 
ig a matter of religion. Why, sir, it is exactly 


the reverse. If these people had a decent religion, | 


they would not have polygamy there. It is not 
a matter of religion. Itis a matter of vice; and 
whenever this House undertakes to make these 
donations, it is paying a tribute to, and encour- 
aging vice, infamy, and iniquity. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is no further 
amendment in order; and no further debate can 
be had on the amendment pending. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 


question. I will 


I move that the committee rise. 


I rise to a privileged | 


state, if the committee will permit me, the object | 


I have in submitting the motion. It is to get rid 
of this bill, in order to proceed to other business. 
Mr. BOYCE. I object to it. 
The question was then put; and the motion was 


| agreed to. 


The committee accordingly rose, and the Speak- 


er having resumed the chair, the Chairman [Mr. 
Puetrs}] reported that the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union had, according 
to order, had the state of the Union generally under 
consideration, and particularly bills relating to 
territorial business, and more particularly House 
bill No. 317, and had come to no conclusion 
thereon. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I now move to recon- 
sider the vote by which debate was terminated 
upon House bill No. 317. 1 will state the object 
which I have in view in making this motion. 


TheSPEAKER. The motion is not debatable, | 


the gentleman will recollect. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. 


I hope, by common con- | 


sent, the gentleman will be permitted to proceed, | 


and make his explanation. 

The SPEAKER. If there is no objection, the 
gentleman will proceed. 

No objection was made. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. My object is to remove | 
the order terminating debate, and then to go into | 


Committee of the Whole, move to lay aside this 
bill, and take up and endeavor to pass other terri- 
torial bills, and thereby get through this special 
order. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. 
will not prevail. 

Mr. HAMILTON. 


| motion. 


Then I hope the motion | 


I call for tellers upon the 


Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Harris and | 


Vain were appointed. 

The question was then taken; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 66, noes 61. 

So the motion to reconsider prevailed. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. 


The question was taken; and the resolution was 


| laid upon the table. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. 


Il now move that the 


rules be suspended, and that the House resolve || 


itself into the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 


\ I move that the reso- | 
| lution be laid upon the table. 


| move to take up any bill. 


May 5, 


Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, (Mr. Puetrs in the chair,) and resumed 
the consideration of House bill (No. 317) to eg. 


tablish the office of surveyor general in Utah, to 
grant donations to actual settlers therein, and for 


| other purposes. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I move to lay aside this 
bill, not for the purpose of reporting it to the 
House, but merely to pass it over and take up the 
next bill. 

Mr. DISNEY. I wish merely to state a fact 
to the committee for its information. I have some 
days hesitated whether it was my duty to ap- 
nounce the fact to the House; but, upon consid. 
eration, I think it due to the House to be advised 
of it. What I desire to state is, that, among other 
matters, African slavery is recognized and estab. 
lished by law in the Territory of Utah. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the 
motion of the gentleman from Illinois to pass this 
bill by, which motion is not debatable. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I know of no reason for 
not disposing of this bill now, after it has been 
discussed for two days. 

Mr. LETCHER. I propose to amend the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Illinois. I move that 
the bill be laid aside, to be reported to the House, 
with a recommendation that it be rejected. 

Mr.ORR. Is thatin order? 

TheCHAIRMAN. The motion of the gentle- 
man from Illinois is merely to pass the bill by, and 
the motion of the gentleman from Virginia is not, 
in the opinion of the Chair, in order as an amend- 
ment to that motion. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I will withdraw my 
motion, if the gentleman from Virginia desires to 
submit his. My object is to have the bill disposed 
of in some way. 

Mr. LETCHER. Then I submit my motion, 
that the bill be laid aside, to be reported to the 
House, with a recommendation that it do not pass, 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I rise to a ques- 
tion of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair would suggest 
to the gentleman from Tennessee that the motion of 
the gentleman from Illinois has been withdrawn. 

Mr. JONES. My point of order is still appli- 
cable. I submit that there is nothing before the 
committee. The territorial business was made 
the special order; and I hold that no one case has 
precedence of any other, but that it is in order to 
The bill which you 
had before you at the last sitting does not come 
up as a matter of course at the next session of the 
committee. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I wish to say a single 
word of reply to the gentleman from Tennessee. 
What he has said may be true. If true, I would 
deem it right and proper to determine what bills 
the committee ought to take up. They must de- 
termine that question for themselves. It is right 
and proper that they should do so. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question recurs on 
the motion of the gentleman from Virginia. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I have not withdrawn 
my motion, and I do not withdraw it. 

Mr. LETCHER. Then the Chair decides my 
motion to be out of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood 
the gentleman from Illinois to withdraw his mo- 
tion. As he has not done so, the motion of the 
gentleman from Virginia is not in order. ‘ 

= CAMPBELL. Is there any question 

ending? 
. Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes, sir; one of pri- 
ority of business; a motion to lay the bill aside. 
r. TAYLOR, of Ohio. I demand tellers on 
the motion to lay the bill aside. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Harris, of 
Alabama, and WHEELER, were appointed. 

The question was taken; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 57, noes 65. 

So the committee refused to lay the bill aside. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I move that the committee 
rise for the purpose of closing the debate upon 
this bill, and on that motion I ask for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. CAMPBELL 
and ParKER were appointed. 

The question was then taken; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 41; noes not counted. 

So the committee refused to rise. 

Mr. LANE, of Oregon.. I regret deeply that 


= uestion was put; and the motion agreed to, || this bill has consumed so much of the time of the 
e 


ouse accordingly resolved itself into the |) House. I regret that it has ever been introduced. 
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Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. What question is 
before the House? : 
The CHAIRMAN. The bill and the various 


amendments. The House has reconsidered the 
ote by which the debate was closed. 

Mr. TAYLOR. Ishould like to ask the Chair, 
what is the present position of the bill, for I really 
do not understand 11? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state the 
proposition now pending in committee. It is bill 
No. 317, which has been under discussion yester- 
day and to-day. On yesterday, the House adopted 
a resolution closing debate in five minutes after 
the House should resume the consideration of the 
bill. A few minutes since, inthe House, the vote 
by which that resolution was adopted, was recon- 
sidered, and the resolution closing debate was 
laid upon the table. General debate upon the bill 
has, therefore, been reopened by the action of the 
House. The amendments benuing are to the 
third section of the bill, and with reference to the 
last proviso. The pending propositions are the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Vir- 
vinia, (Mr. Letcuer,| and an amendment to that 
amendment, offered by the gentleman from North 
Carolina, [Mr. Kerr.] 

Mr. LETCHER. Is it in order now to sub- 
mit a motion that the committee rise and report 
the bill to the House, with a recommendation that 
itdo not pass? 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis not in order. The 
gentleman from Oregon is upon the floor, and no 
motion can be submitted while he is upon the 
floor. 

Mr. LANE. If that motion could be made and 
adopted, I would yield the floor most cheerfully. 
My object is to ask the committee,to make some 
disposition of this bill. We have before us many 


rT 


important territorial bills that deeply interest the | 


people. This bill has been discussed for two days, 
when there is no prospect of its ever receiving the 
favorable consideration of the committee. One 
week has been set apart for the consideration of 
territorial business, and we have now only one 
y of that week left, and there is some doubt 

ether the House will sit to-morrow, although 
[ hope it will. If further time is spent on this bill, 
it must be apparent to everybody, that all the 
other territorial business must lie over perhaps to 
the next Congress. Is there any prospect that 
the House will give us another week? If not, 
measures which are dearer to me than life itself 


must be postponed, and cannot be acted on during 
postp S | 


this Congress. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will report the 
titles of the bills which are still undisposed of, 
and which have not yet been acted upon. 

Mr.TAYLOR. This is a very important bill, 
quite as much so as any bill rotich 
tories of the United States. It proposes to extend 
the land system over that Territory. 

Mr. LANE. Two days have been already 
spent upon it, and I would like to know by what 
mode of reasoning the gentleman from Ohio can 
undertake to say that this bill can be passed in 
five, ten, or fifteen minutes, as I know gentlemen 


ing the Terri- | 


who are prepared to speak upon it for two or | 


three hours. If we continue to discuss it, this 
day will be consumed, and the bill will still be 
undisposed of. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I agree with the gentle- 
man from Georgia [Mr. Sternens] that the prin- 
ciples of this bill are very important, but we all 
know that there is a general disposition in the 
House always to provide for the Thertecion, and 
give them sufficient time here in which to have 
their business transacted. I always vote to allow 
territorial matters sufficient time; and if this da 
and the next are not enough to legislate intelli- 
gently upon all the bills which are necessary for 
the welfare of the Territories, I pledge the honor- 


able gentleman that I shall be one of the most | 


active in efforts to give them another week if ne- 
cessary. I prefer to do that than to have bills 
driven through in hot haste, involving as import- 
_ principles as are contained in some of these 
ills. 

{ agree with the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. 
Srepuens,] that there are principlesinvolved in this 
bill, upon which a great deal might be said upon 
either side; and we ought to understand what we 
are doing, before we are called upon to vote. I 
desire to state to the honorable gentleman from 


Oregon, that there can be no difficulty about this | 


| not meet their approval. 
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| Matter whatever; and that I am ready to do all 


in my power towards attending to the business 
of the” -rritories. 

Mr. LANE. I am under many obligations to 
the gentleman from Ohio, and every gentleman 
who has been willing to grant sufficient time for 
the consideration of territorial business. The 
Territories are entirely dependent upon Congress. 
They have, it is true, the privilege of sending rep- 
resentatives here, but these representatives have 
not the privilege of voting. It has always been 
painful to me to consume one minute of the time 
of the House, and I would be glad if the business 
relating to the Territory of Oregon could be pre- 
sented upon its merits, and a vote taken directly 
upon it without the necessity of any explanation 
upon my part. But I should be very unwilling, 
and should feel very much grieved, if the neces- 
sary legislation was defeated for want of time in 
which to consider it. If the House will say that 
other days shall be set apart for the consideration 
of territorial business, then I have not a word to 
say against whatever course the committee may 
pursue in regard to the continuance of the discus- 
sion. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. I understand that we 
are to continue with this territorial business until 
it is entirely disposed of. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Ohio 
is mistaken in regard to the order of the House. 
The order of the House appropriates the first 
week of the month of May, commencing with the 
first Monday of the month, to the consideration 
of territorial business. This is the special order 
on the Journal of the House. 

Mr. KERR. There can be more time assigned 
for the conclusion of this business. 

Mr. LANE. But is there any certainty that 
we can get any other time for that purpose? If 
this bill be laid aside, and if at any other time 
leave be given for the consideration of territorial 
business, it can be taken up first, and the com- 
mittee can now act upon bills which may meet 
their approval, consider and pass them; and post- 
pone the consideration of such other bills as may 
1 hope the committee 
will do so. 

Mr. KERR. Will thegentleman from Oregon 
yield me the floor for a moment? 

Mr.LANE. Certainly. 

Mr. KERR. I would be very sorry, Mr. Chair- 
man, to present here even the appearance of de- 
siring to obstruct needful legislation in regard to 
the Territories. I, however, am in favor of a full 
and free discussion of the important questions 
presented by the bill now before the committee. I 
think these questions very grave in their charac- 
ter. I think they ought to be discussed and well 
considered before they are acted upon. But then 
I will deal frankly in what I have to say in refer- 
ence to my course upon these questions. Gentle- 
men insist here upon having time set apart with a 
view of transacting mere territorial business. Now 
if they will offer territorial business of a purely 
local character, I will aid them; butif it be any part 
of the understanding to bring up these territorial 
railroad bills, then | am for taking any legitimate 
course, according to the usages of Parliament, in 
order to prevent their consideration. 

Mr. LANE. I desire to say to my friend from 
North Carolina, and to every other member of 
the committee, that we ask no railroad bill for the 
Territory of Oregon. 

Mr. KERR. I know that; but there is one for 


| the Territory of Minnesota. 


Mr. LANE. We ask for nothing but that 
which is strictly local, and which relates solely to 
the interests of the people there. Nor will I favor 
any railroad bill for any Territory, to interfere 
with the legitimate territorial legislation. 

Mr. KERR. Then I will just ask my friend 
from Oregon to apply to the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Territories, and ascertain whether it is 
the purpose of that committee to give us a Min- 
nesota railroad bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I state tothe gentleman 
from North Carolina that the Committee on Ter- 
tories have no such bill to present. 

Mr. KERR. I beg pardon. I spoke inadver- 
tently; I meant to say the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

Mr. LANE. Mr. Chairman, I am very willing 
to give the chairman of the Committee on Public 
Lands the opportunity of answering the inquiry 


LL 


of the gentleman from North Carolina; and I yield 
the floor for that purpose. 

No reply was made. 

Mr. LANE. 1 will only say to the committee 
now, that if they will lay aside this bill that has 
been under discussion, and take up bills rela- 
tive to Oregon and other Territories, which are 
strictly local; and if the committee do not decide 
that they are so strictly local in their objects, I, 
so far as I am concerned, will ask them to be laid 
aside and not acted favorably upon. But, with 
a view of obtaining legislation upen matters of 
deep interest to the Territories, I will ask the 
committee now—lI will appeal to members on be- 
half of the people whom I represent—to lay aside 
this bill and take up the Oregon bills, that they 
may be considered and acted upon 

Mr. LETCHER. Mr. Chairman, will 
have the Calendar read, and let us see what 
are on it for our action? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will, by gen- 
eral consent, read the Calendar. 

The list of bills remaining on the Calendar— 
numbering some nine or ten—was read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would state, in 
reference to Senate bill (No. 220) to establish the 
office of surveyor general of New Mexico, to grant 
donations to actual settlers therein, that the com- 
mittee have already acted upon a House bill pro- 
viding for the same object. There is also another 
bill, which was informally laid aside yesterday. 
That was a bill in relation to the payment of the 
civil officers employed in the Territory of New 
Mexico while under military government. 

Mr. KERR. These are all the bills upon the 
Calendar; but, as I understand it, the Committee 
on Public Lands can report any bill they please, 
at any time, in reference to territorial business. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I wish to ask of the Chair 
a question, in order to bring a fact to the atten- 
tion of the committee. The question is, whether, 
if we lay aside this bill, it is not in the power of 
any member of this committee to have a contest 
whenever any other billcomes up? For instance, 
if we lay aside this bill and take up the next one 
to it, and dispose of it, the committee can, if they 
desire, resume the consideration of this same bill; 
and hence it will be impossible for those gentle- 
men who want to get in railroad bills, to get them 
in ahead of the bills which are upon the Calendar 
I desire to know of the Chair if that is not so? 

The CHAIRMAN. Although debate is not 
strictly in order, the Chair will state, in reply to 
the interrogatories of the gentleman, with the per- 
mission of the committee, that if this bill is laid 
aside, the Chair will proceed to call the bills upon 
the Calendar in the order in which they stand. 
If, in doing so, objection is made to the consider- 
ation of any particular bill, it will be for the com- 
mittee to decide the question. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. A short time 
since I was in favor of postponing this bill, and of 
laying it aside. But seeing that the House is not 


rou 
ills 


| proceeding any faster under that motion than be- 


fore, | change my opinion, and I suppose we may 
as wellact upon this bill now as at any othertime. 
And if we desire to get through with the territorial! 
business, let us set all night, and to-morrow night. 
That is the way to accomplish the thing. 
Gentleman say there are important principles 
involved in this bill. I suppose there is not a 
rinciple in it upon which the mind of every mem- 
fas is not already made up. If gentlemen want 
to speak, let them speak, and let us set them out. 
Mr. WALLEY. The matter which we are 
now engaged upon is highly important. There 
are other matters and bills which are no less so. 
This bill is as important to the gentleman from 
Utah, as the others are to those who represent the 
other Territories. Why, then, lay this bill aside, 
and take up others, for no other reason than be- 
cause other gentlemen wish to press their imme- 
diate consideration? My suggestion to the com- 
mittee is this: that if we are not prepared to act 
upon this bill now, we should continue the dis- 
cussion; but if we are, we should vote upon it 
without further delay. But it is worse than use- 
less to Jay aside one bill which has reference to 
local business, without definite action, for the pur- 
pose of taking up others which have no prior or 
superior claim to our present consideration. 
he time already occupied in discussing the 
question of laying aside this bill without any de 


i| cision of the committee—— 
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Here Mr. Watiey gave way to the gentleman 
from Oregon. 

Mr. LANE, who said: I will say to the gentle- 
man over the way, (Mr. Watvey,] that for the 
purpose of ending the debate upon this bill, I will 
withdraw my motion, and submit the motion that 
the committee rise, for the purpose of terminaung 
the debate upon it. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I will suggest 
to the gentleman from Oregon that that will pro- 
tract the debate longer. If anybody wants to 
discuss the bill let them; and I assure the gentle- 
man that one or two hour speeches will do away 
with these five-minute speeches. 

Mr. LANE. Very well, | will withdraw my 
mouon. 

Mr. PERKINS, of New York. Is it in order 
to move that the committee rise and report the bill 
to the House, with are commendation that it be 
rejected ? 

The CHAIRMAN. That motion is in order. 

Mr. PERKINS. I will move that it be laid 
aside, and be reported to the House with that 
recommendation. : 

Mr. WHEELER. Upon that motion I de- 
mand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. CampsBeLu 
and Keirr appointed. 

The question was taken; and the tellers reported 
-—ayes eighty-four; a further count not being re- 
quired. 

So the bill was laid aside, to be reported to the 
House. 

The bill of the House No. 335, entitled ‘A 
bill to extend the right of preémption over un- 
surveyed lands in Minnesota, and for other pur- 
poses,’’ was next taken up for consideration, and 
read by the Clerk, as follows: 

Be it enacted, §c., That the provisions of the preémp- 
tion act of 4th September, 1841, and the acts amendatory 
thereot, shall be extended to the lands in Minnesota Terri- 
tory, whether surveyed or not; but in all cases where pre- 
emption is claimed on unsurveyed lands, the settler shall 
file hiedeclaratory statement within three months atter the 
survey has been made and returned, and make proof and 
payment before the day appointed by the President’s proc 
lamation for the commencement of the sale of the lands, 
inciuding the tract claimed: Provided, however, That if, 
when said lands are surveyed, itis found that two or more 
persons have settled upon the same quarter-section, each 


shall be permitied to enter his improvement, as near as 
may be, by legal subdivisions. 


Mr. LETCHER. I should like to inquire why 
it is proposed to extend the rights of preémption 
to the unsurveyed as well as the surveyed lands? 

Mr. RICE. 1 will answer the gentleman from 
Virginia. A tract of twenty-eight millions of acres 
was purchased by the Government; asurvey was 
authorized, and a portion of the lands surveyed. 
The preémption laws extend to the surveyed 
lands, but settlements have been made upon those 
unsurveyed; and the object is to prevent specu- 
lators from coming in and depriving the honest 
settler of his improvements. They pay their 
$1 25 per acre as soon as the land is offered for 
sale. 

A portion of the lands on the west side of the 
Mississippi was ordered to be surveyed. A por- 
tion was surveyed, Citizens went there and 
settled on the land; but some of the surveys proved 
to be incorrect, and they were recalled. Now, 
under the preémption laws, those who settled there 
prior to the surveys are not entitled to the right 
of preémption. he of is merely to extend 
the preémption right to the first settlers. 

Mr. LETCHER. Is the bill intended to be 
confined to the erroneous surveys, or unlimited ? 

Mr. RICE. It is applicable to all lands not 
reserved for other purposes. 

Mr.LETCHER. The whole territory is to be 
opened to preémption ? 

Mr. RICE. Yes, sir. 


Mr. LETCHER., You do not propose to ap- 


ply the bill to the erroneous surveys? 
Mr. RICE. Itapplies toall. Settlers in Min- 
nesota think that it is very hard that they shall 


not be afforded the privilege of paying $1 25 per | 


acre for the public land, without unnecessary 
restrictions, when settlers in the other ‘Territories 
have granted them one hundred and sixty acres 
each. Minnesota has not had granted her one 
foot of land for any purpose whatever—for inter- 
nal improvements, schools, or for any other pur- 


pose. She is paying thousands of dollars daily | 


into your Treasury. All we want is, that the 


settlers who have gone there, and made their im- |! treaty could be carried into effect without legisla- | 
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provements, shall be protected against speculatorsy | 


-Such is the object of the bill. The right asked 
has been extended to California, and to Oregon, 
and the other Territories. 

The bill was then laid aside to be reported to 
the House, with the recommendation that it do 
ass. 

The CHAIRMAN. The next bill on the Cal- 
endar for consideration is a bill to authorize the 
President of the United States to cause to be sur- 
veyed the tract of Jand in the Territory of Min- 
nesota belonging to the half-breeds, or mixed 
bloods of the Dacotah, or Sioux nation of Indians, 
and for other pursoses. 

The bill was read through. 

The first section was then read for amendment. 

Mr. WRIGHT, of Mississippi. Mr. Chair- 
man, | desire to briefly state the object of the bill. 
It willbe observed by the committee, that under the 
treaty of Prairie du Chien, of the 15th July, 1830, 
on the application of the Sioux tribes or bands of 
Indians to the Government, acertain tract of coun- 
try, designated as lying at the head of navigation 
on the west side of the Mississippi river, on Lake 
Pepin, within the limits of Minnesota Territory, 
embracing in length about thirty-two miles, and 
in width about fifteen miles, should be set apart 
for the half-breeds of their tribe. There was a 
further provision, that they should hold said lands 
or reservation under the same title that all other 
Indian lands were heid. There was still another 
condition in the tenth article of the treaty, which 
authorized the President of the United States, at 
any future time, to set apart to any of the said 
half-breeds, to be held in fee-simple, a section of 
land, butno more. Under the provisions of that 
treaty, the half-breeds, many of whom are en- 


| lightened, some engaged in mercantile pursuits, 


and some in farming,-have applied repeatedly to 
the Government to have the provisions of that 
treaty carried into effect. Hitherto nothing has 
been done in reference to it. This bill contem- 
plates carrying into effect the provisions of the 
treaty, so as to secure to the half-breeds the inter- 


| ests that were intended to be secured to them 
| under the treaty. 
The first provision of the bill, it will be ob- | 


served, authorizes scrip to be issued to the half- 
breeds who were entitled to it under the treaty of 


| Prairie du Chien, of July 15th, 1830, upon condi- 


| in that reservation. 


| emption. 


tion that they make a relinquishment to the Gov- 


'| ernment of the United States, under such form as | 


may be prescribed, of all the interest they possess | 


It will also be observed by 


the committee, that there is no power under the | 


bill to dispose of that scrip. 
Committee on [Indian Affairs in reference to that, 
was to prevent the half-breeds from being imposed 
upon in the disposition of their land. The com- 


The object of the | 


mittee was fully aware, that the moment the | 


patent issues, the power of disposal attaches. The 
vill also secures to the half-breeds the right of pre- 
This we thought proper, in order to 
secure the interests that were intended to be con- 


| ferred on the half-breeds of the Sioux tribe of In- 
| dians. 


The other two provisions of the bill are short 


and simple, providing for the survey of the land 
within the limits of the reservation, and the taking 


of the census. 


| reference to the bill. 
this reservation embraces within its limits some || 


I have thought it proper to say this much in 
Let me say further, that 


of the most fertile lands in the Territory of Min- 


tion; but this,in my opinion, cannot be done. Ag 
late as 1852, a treaty was sent to the Senate of 
the United States, proposing to dispose of this 
tract or reservation of land for thesum of $150.01 ) 
but that body refused to ratify the treaty, 
upon proper principles. 

The halt-breeds are nota tribe of Indians in the 
sense in which we use the term ‘* Indian tribes.” 
and hence there was no power in this Govern. 
ment to enter intoa treaty with them. Nor can 
we reach the object desired by treating with the 
Sioux band of Indians, for the very reason that 
they have parted with the interest they possesseq 
within that reservation. Itis then perfectly ap- 
parent that the objects we have in view can op| 
be attained by the legislation of Congress; and | 
think that such objects can be attained by the 
passage of the bill now under consideration, | 
hope that it may receive the favorable considera. 
tion of the committee, and that they will report jt 
to the House, with the recommendation that jt 
pass. A friend near me has suggested that perhaps 
I ought to state the quantum of land for which pro. 
vision is made in this bill. It is about three hup. 
dred and eighty thousand acres. I will state that 
the bill makes provision for such half-breeds as dq. 
not reside in said reservation, but have moved 
beyond its limits, and who under the treaty were 
entitled to participate in its benefits, and that, 
census shall be taken so as to enable the Govern. 
ment to ascertain who are and who are not enii. 
tled to its benefits. Let me say here, in addition 
to what I have already stated, according to the 
best information I have been enabled to obtain jp 
reference to this matter, that there are about two 
hundred half-breeds who are entitled to receive 
the benefits of this bill. 

Mr. HAVEN. I would like to make an ip. 
quiry of the gentleman from Mississippi who has 
just taken his seat. Very likely he may have 
explained the matter sufficiently, but I was en- 
deavoring to learn from the bill what I desired to 
know, and did not hear all his remarks. Thebill 
seems to be, from a hasty reading of it, imper- 
fect. It authorizes the President to exchange cer- 
tain things; and | wish the gentleman from Mi@ 
sissippi would inform us,as the bill, I think, does 
not, what it is to be exchanged, and for what the 
exchange is to be made. It seems to me that the 
language of the bill is not very clear and explicit 
upon this point. 

Mr. WRIGHT. _I regret very much that my 
friend from New York [Mr. Haven] has not 
been enabled to discover what the exchange is to 
be. Most assuredly he has not read the bill, or 
else his optics would have been keen enough to 
discover that it was an exchange of the half-breed 
reservation for scrip. But let me explain the 
matter, in reply to the inquiry of the gentleman 
from New York, Why is an exchange of land 
made for scrip? For the reason that you can 
only obtain the objects contemplated in the treaty 
by such a provision. They are those who have 
moved beyond the limits of Minnesota, who 
occupy their farms, who are cultivating them, and 
are not residents within the limits of Minnesota 
Territory. The object of this bill is to give these 


1; 
and 


| half-breeds scrip, so that they can avail themselves 


| nesota, stretching tothe head waters of navigation | 
| upon the Mississippi river, so as utterly to preclude | 
| any communication by the inhabitants of Minne- | 

sota with the Mississippi river; for every member | 
_ of the committee well understands the fact that un- 
| der our laws and regulations concerning the Indian 


| clear a road. 


tribes, that no citizens of the United States are 
authorized to pass within the limits of their terri- 


| tory without authority from the Government. || 


The 
limits of that ‘Secdory to build a school house or 
erecta church. [Ience this bill is not only im- 
ortant to the interests of the half-breeds of the 
Sioux tribe of Indians, but it is of tenfold greater 
interest to every citizen of the Territory of Min- 
nesota. I believe that the bill, as framed, will 
meet the objects contemplated. Some gentlemen 


| might be disposed to think that the objects of the 


|| Not only so, but they have no authority even to | 
have no authority within the | 


| 
| 
| 
i} 
| 


of the benefits of their own labor by securing the 
lands upon which they have settled. Nor does 
this ultimate in injury to the United States, for 
the reason that, under the provisions of this treaty, 
as will be observed, none will receive scrip who 
are not entitled. 

In addition to this, I would say, that this will 
open up the reservation for settlement by white 
citizens within its limits. And, for the inform- 
ation of the committee, | will say, that it is only 
the most civilized of the half-breeds who have 
remained there. Those who have preferred un- 
civilized life and Indian habits have gone beyond 
the limits of the reservation. They are, however, 
entitled to the benefits secured, or intended to be 
Hence the provision in the bill, authorizing them 
secured to them under the treaty of Prairie du Chien. 
to receive scrip. But in order to induce them to 
take care of their rights, the bill provides that 
they cannot dispose of their scrip until they have 
located it; and, asI stated before, when the patent 
is issued to them, then they shall have the power 
of disposing of their land, and of receiving the 
benefits to which they are entitled. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. As I under- 
stand it, this is a block of land on the Mississipp! 
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river, containing some three hundred and eighty 
thousand acres. That land cannot be approached, 
or, atany rate, it cannot be crossed by any of the 
inhabitants of the United States. Itisimportant that 
+: should be brought into market. It is important 
thatit should be opened for transit, opened for 
ways, or highways, or railroads. It is important In the Rouge river valley there are two great 
that it should be opened for the purposes of com- | tribes of Indians, the Umpquas and Shastas, all 
munication between the country beyond and the | knownasthe Rogue River Indians. These Indians, 
Mississippi river. It seems to me this is an | forthe last twelve months, have been preparing for 
object which it is desirable should be attained. || war. They were enabled to provide themse’ves 
The Indians, or the half-breeds, hold this land in || with the implements of war,and with everything 
community; it is in the one block; and this bill, | necessary to commence a deadly hostility, and to 
as | understand it, provides that they shall give || make every arrangement necessary for carrying 
up their interest in this land for scrip—the scrip || out their purpose, by means of appearing friendly 
corresponding with the number of acres to which | to the whites,in hunting for them, and selling the 
they may be respectively entitled. If they have | proceeds of the chase for guns, powder, balls, &c. 
their scrip, they may locate their lands-where | In that vicinity there are rich mines, and many 
they choose. They may locate it in this territory, | American citizens had rushed in there for the pur- 
or anywhere else upon the surveyed or unsur- || pose of digging for gold. Many persons from the 
yeyed lands of the United States. It thus ex- | States who had no intention of becoming citizens 
changes land for land—this land for other. It | of that Territory, and who did not become citi- 
seems to me that this will be to the advantage of | zens, went there in search of gold. It is the habit 
the Indians. The effect of the bill will be to open | of miners, and it is the habit of American citizens 
up this territory, which lies in the way ofall im- || who are in search of gold, to take with them a 
provement, to the people of the United States. || rifle and other weapons which they regard as ne- 
And this will be a great advantage to the people | cessary for their personal safety and protection. 
of the Territories, and to the general interests of | The Indians in that valley, who are a superior 
the country. I see no objection that there can be | race, remarkable for their intelligence, availed 
against this bill. a | themselves of the great number of miners, who 
There being no proposition to amend, | purchased of them the game that they could kill, 
Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, moved that || and which was very plenty in that portion of 


the bill be laid aside and reported to the House. || Oregon, to realize a considerable sum of money, 
The CHAIRMAN. The bill will be laid aside || which they took care to invest in rifles, pistols, 
to be reported, unless amendments be proposed || powder, lead, and percussion caps, and everything 
else necessary to commence a war of extermina- 
tion; in this way all they had received in twelve 
| months past had been invested At that time the 
| white people in the vicinity, among whom were 
many families, believed they were as safe as the 
| people of the city of Washington now consider 
| themselves. The massacre commenced the first 
| day by a scattering band of Indians; and Ed- 
| wards, Wills, and Nolen, all of them American 
| citizens, were massacred. Only these three were 
| murdered the firstday. This was, however, onl 
! | a beginning of the execution of a scheme which 
twentieth to the twenty-eighth line. | had been matured for sweeping off every white 
Mr. WASHBURNE. I donot know whether | man, woman, and child in that country. This 


even that is in order or not. ; _ || tribe had formed an alliance with other tribes. 
The CHAIRMAN. An amendment is not in | The Klamath Indians, numbering some five hun- 


order. : | dred warriors, within seventy-five miles, and 
Mr. HENN. [I have made the suggestion be- 


cause I dislike to see a bill which has no sense in 
it pass through this committee. 
he CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read that 
— of the bill which the gentleman from lowa 
as referred to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
—‘ which said certificates or scrip may be located upon 


any of the lands within said reservation not now occupied 
by actual and hona fide settlers of the half breeds or mixed 














| knew that it would pass without anything being 
said by me, I would say nothing; and it would 
gratify me very much. aa for fear that it might 
not beso, 1 avail myself of the opportunity to 
make a brief statement. 


to it. 

Mr. HENN. Before the bill be laid aside, I 
wish to call the attention of the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. Wricut] to that portion of the 
bill embraced within the twentieth to the twenty- 
eighth lines, to see if there is not acontradiction or 
inconsistency of terms there. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. That section has been 
perfected, and no amendment is in order. 

Mr. HENN. I do not propose any amendment. 
] merely wish to ask the member from Mississippi 
if there is not a contradiction in terms from the 


| agreed to join them in the massacre; and, as soon 
| as the war commenced, they were all to rush in, 
| and sweep from the face of the earth every man, 
| woman, and child. And, Mr. Chairman, their 
|| designs would have been accomplished, but for 
|| the prompt and efficient aid of Captain Alden, 
|| who is now in this city, crippled for life, in con- 
| sequence of a wound he received in that war. I 
bloods, or such other persons as have gone into said Terri- ony that but for his aid they would have been 
tory by authority of law, or upon any other unoccupied || Swept from the country, every man, woman, and 
lands subject to preémption or private sale, or upon any || child. The Indians were well armed; and it is a 
other unsurveyed lands, not reserved by Government, upon || fact, strange as it may seem, that the white people 
which they have respectively made improvements. were mostly without arms. They had no appre- 
Mr. HENN. | understand that the provision | hensions from these Indians. They had lived 
was intended for the benefit of those half-breed || with them for many months in peace. They had 
Indians who have gone out of this reserve. In my || sold their arms to the Indians, and believed them 
opinion, the last line which was read cuts them off | to be perfectly harmless in their intentions. 
from locating upon their own improvements. | When the massacre commenced Captain Alden 
Mr. WRIGHT, of Mississippi. I suggest to || was one hundred miles off. The intelligence was 
the gentleman from lowa that, under the common || received, and he, with a company of ten men, his 
preémption law, the right attaches. | whole available force, immediately started in the 
The bill was then laid aside, to be reported to || night, and rushed to the rescue. They succeeded 
the House. in checking the Indians for the time being. In 
The next bill in order upon the Calendar which 
came up for consideration was House bi'l (No. || under Captains Goodall and Rhodes, turned out 
119) to provide for the continuation of the mili- || and a Captain Alden. All the people, or 
tary road from Myrtle creek to Scottsburg, in || nearly all in Rogue river valley, capable of bear- 
Oregon. ing arms, were organized into companies, two 
The bill was read in extenso, and no amendment || under Captains Miller and Lamerick for active 
being offered thereto, it was laid aside, to be re- || service, and one under Captain Fowler, for the pro- 
ported to the House. || tection of the town of Jacksonville. The two 
The next bill upon the Calendar which came up || companies under Captains Miller and Lamerick, 
for consideration in order, was House bill (No. || were organized into a battalion, and placed under 
339) to authorize the Secretary of War to settle || the command of Colonel Ross. I take occasion 
and adjust the expenses of the Rogue River In- || here to say that too much praise cannot be given 
dian war. to Captain Alden for his prompt organization of 
The bill was read in extenso. these troops, or to the troops themselves for their 
The Clerk then read the first section. | gallantry and good conduct. 
Mr. LANE, of Oregon. Mr. Chairman, the! Soon after the battle with the Indians, Captain 
duty devolves upon me, [ imagine, to give an ex- || Nesmith, who had been ordered out by the Gov- 
planation of the object of this bill, and of the cir- || ernor, joined me with a large company of volun- 
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, : an 
| cumstances which make its passage necessary. If || 


| Tiasoe Tyee’s band, within twenty-five miles, had | 


the mean time two companies of Californians, || 
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| teers; also, Captain Smith, with a company of 
United States dragoons; Captains Martin, Apple- 
gate, and Terry, each with a small company, 
promptly repaired to the theater of hostilities. ‘To 
all these officers, and the men under their com- 
mand, I take pleasure in saying that great praise 
is due for their gallant and soldier-like bearing. I 
also take pleasure in saying chat | am indebted to 
Major Alvord, of the United States Army, for 
much valuable assistance in negotiating a treat 
with the Indians, as well as Superint@hdent Palmer. 
Mr. Culver, Indian agent, threw down the shovel, 
| the pick, and other mining implements, and rushed 
to the rescue. By this timely movement the 
| progress of the massacre was checked, and but 
for it every white inhabitant of that country must 
have been stricken down. He divided his forces 
at night, so as to prevent the Indians from coming 
upon the settlements, and in that way managed 
to hold them in check. Many skirmishes, how- 
| ever, ensued, and John R. Hardin, Dr. Rose, and 
| others, were killed. On the morning of the 16th 
| of August, | received notice at my residence, 
which is one hundred miles north of that point, 
that the Indians had commenced a general slaugh- 
ter of the white people of that country. This in- 
telligence was brought to me by Mr. Etlingerand 
Mr. Nichol, who had ridden the whole distance 
in a day and night. In a few minutes after its ar- 
| rival, | was on the road to the Rogue River valley. 
I mention these facts to show the committee my 
knowledge of the transactions there. It isneces- 
“ that I should allude to them. 
| n the 15th day of August, Captain Armstrong, 
| a valued and respected citizen of Oregon, passed 
|| my house on his way to California, through the 
Rogue River valley. Then the rumor was indefinite 
| —that there was trouble in that quarter—but we 
| did not know to what extent. It had been my lot 
| to have been thrown into the company of Captain 
Armstrong in 1851, during a war with the same 
| Indians. I found hima gallant and valuable gentle- 
man. I mentioned that I was unwilling to see him 
| go in the direction in which he was going without 
| a rifle. He had none with him. ‘*What,”’ he repli- 
| ed, ‘* was the matter ?’’ I told him the rumor had 
reached us that there was trouble of some kind 
| in the valley; that his life was too valuable to be 
| incautiously trusted there; and that he had better 
|| take my rifle. Hedidso. In the course of that 
|| night he met the express going for me, and waited 
| 
| 
| 
i 


until I overtook him, when we traveled together. 
We arrived in Rogue River valley 19th of August. 
| We found Captain Alden, with his usual gallantry 
| and efficiency, in command, and affording protec- 
| tion to our citizens. His force, in my judgment, 
| was sufficient to make a movement against the 
| enemy, which he had already contemplated. A 
| few days before,a portion of his command under 
| Lieutenant Ely had been sent to makea recon- 
| noissance. He fell into an ambuscade, and nearly 
| half his command were killed. The other half 
| would have shared the same fate but for the timely 

arrival of a reénforcement. Although | came as 

a volunteer, Captain Alden insisted that I should 
| take the command of the troops. At his urgent 
| request I did so. Sunday afternoon order was 

given to be ready to move on Monday morning at 

four o’clock. At the appointed time every foot was 
| in thestirrup. Wednesday morning we overtook 
| the Indians, and brought them to battle. Captain 
| Alden was shot down. Captain Armstrong re- 
| ceived a shot at about the same moment, and just 
| had time to say that they had given him a dead 
| center shot. The conflict lead to a peace. Not- 
\| withstanding the screams, yells,and war-whoops 
of the Indians for four hours, and notwithstand- 
| ing we had failed to dislodge them, they agreed 
|| to make peace. They asked for peace. They 

wanted to know who commanded the troops. I 
|| heard them. I know their language well, having 
| had a good deal to do with them, and knew most 
| of them personally. They called out for me to 
| come in, as they wanted atalk. They were tired 
| of fighting, and desired peace. Well, I had been 
| a little hurt myself, And I said to them and to the 
| command that I would rather fight forty battles 
| than talk about one peace. But after a good deal 
of time had been lost, and after a great deal of per- 
| suasion, I went among them. The preiiminaries 
| of a peace were made on the battle-ground. We 
| camped on the battle-ground for two nigats. The 
|| Indians were so well satisfied that there would be 


‘| a peace that they assisted in removing our wounded 
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men on litters across the country, which, by the 
by, is the worst country I ever traveled over. 
Willa peace was made, and it has been maintained 
until thie time, and | think it always will be main- 
tained, for the Government has purchased their 
lands. A treaty was made with them directly 
after the war for their territory, and that treaty 
has been ratified. 

I have given this history of the war from its 
commencement to its termination, for the purpose 
of satisfying the committee that the volunteers 
who turned out on that occasion ought to be paid 
for their services. 1 ask that the Secretary of 
War may be authorized to pay them. Many 
lost their lives. The Indians killed nearly as 
many of us as we killed of them. We only ask 
that those volunteers who turned out and assisted 
in putting down an Indian war that would other- 
wise have lasted for years, and cost the Govern- 
ment millions of dollars, and hundreds of lives— 
and, as it was, did cost us the lives of many val- 
vuable citizens—may be paid for their services. 
The troops were disbanded as soon as it was 
thought safe to doso. I kept them with me but 
a few days after the peace was made, and re- 
mained near the Indians for several weeks myself 
for two reasons; one was, that [I was not very 
well able to get away from them, and the other 
was, that I knew that by remaining there until 
the hot blood had somewhat cooled, I could pre- 
vent a renewal of hostilities between the Indians 
and the whites. We only ask that the volunteers 
shall be paid for the time which they actually 
served, and the necessary expenses of subsistence, 
ammunition, forage, and so forth. The accounts 
were all carefully kept. Captain Alden had ap- 
pointed quartermasters and commissaries, and the 
accounts were as accurate and correct as I have 
ever seen them in the Army. I hope this explan- 
ation will satisfy the committee that the bill 
ought to pass 

Kir ASHBURN, of Maine. I should like 
to ask the gentleman from Oregon a question. 
Will the gentleman state about how much the ex- 
penditures will amount to? 

Mr. LANE. My opinion is that they will 
amount to about $150,000; perhaps a little over or 
a little under. I cannot, however, say exactly. 


Mr. WASHBURN. The language of the bill 
israther wide. It provides for appropriating money 


for the expenditures for all necessary and proper 
supplies. Now, would it not be well enough to 
have some limitation as to the full amount? 

Mr. LANE. Iam very willing to say that it 


shal! not exceed $175,000, if the committee desire | 
But I have con- | 
I have confi- | 


dence in his ability, integrity, and honesty, and | gress, the humble person that addresses you, if | 


that there shal! be a restriction. 
fidence in the Secretary of War. 


in hie capacity to judge from the papers what 
allowances are reasonable. 
wrong, and we ask nothing but what is right. 
Let me say here that, so far as I was concerned, | 
settled my accounts on the spot. I went out asa 
volunteer, but I received wh 
sion as brigadier general from the acting Governor 
of the Territory. As soon asl! could ride down 
from the portion of the country where the war 
took place, I returned the commission with a note 
on it that | charged nothing for my services; that 
I would not receive anything for them then, or at 
any future time, nor will I. 
ut that was not the case with others. Many 

persons left their business and hurried to the res- 
cue of the people there, when the Indians were 
about to sara men, women, and children; 
and this would have been done, had it not been 
for the noble conduct of Captain Alden and those 
brave men who volunteered in their defense. All 
I ask is that these men shall be paid, and that the 
actual and necessary expenses of the war shall 
also be paid. I hope no further explanations will 
be necessary. 

Mr. COBB. lt might be well for me to take 
the advice of my sage colleague from the Mobile 
district, (Mr. Puittips,]} dad ieee silence. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is out of | 


order. 
the bill. 
Mr. COBB. I am afraid the Chair is about to 
interrupt me. [Laughter.] I hope the committee 
will give me three minutes’ to reply to my col- 


I e. 
(Cries of **Go on!” ‘Go on!’’} 


y reply, as the committee has given me the 


He can only proceed in the discussion of 


He will allow nothing | 


ile there a commis- | 
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a 
privilege, shall be directly to the remark that fell | 


from my honorable colleague 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is under the 
necessity of calling the gentleman from Alabama 
to order. 

Mr. COBB. Will not the committee give mea | 
few minutes for an explanation? | 

Cries of ‘*Goon!’’ ‘Go on!’’] 
will oceupy but five minutes’ time. My 
worthy colleague intimated to me this morning— 
in fact, advised me sagely—that silence might be- 
come me, his worthy colleague. (Laughter. } 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is not in 
order in referring to his colleague. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. I desire to say a word by 
way of explanation. 

Mr. COBB. Perhaps the explanation may 
prove satisfactory, and then there will be no occa- 
sion for my making any remarks. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. I understood the gentleman 
in his printed remarks on yesterday to say that I 
had backed out from the position | set out with 
in the discussion of this bill. I said, this morning, 
in reply to that remark, that I had not thought it 
necessary to obtrude myself frequently during the 
debate to answer every one who chose to make a 
remark upon the other side of this question, and 
that I did not feel it necessary to occupy the time 
of this House for the mere purpose of speaking, 
when | had nothing really to say which could 
throw additional light upon the subject; and that, 
under those circumstances, silence appeared to me 
the most becoming, which was the course I would 
recommend my colleague to take. 

Mr. COBB. The explanation is worse than 
the original remark. I desire to make only a brief 
explanation, and then I shall be done. 1 should 
not reply to the remark of my colleague, were it 
not made a matter of record, which will go to the 
country, and from which they will infer that, in 
all probability, [ obtruded myself upon the time 
of this House unnecessarily, and made speeches 
such as oughtnotto be made here. | appeal to gen- 
tlemen if they have ever known me to occupy the 
floor unless | had been discussing questions di- 
rectly connected with the duties assigned me as a 
member of an important committee, or such as are 
directly connected with the interests of the people 
1 represent. 
respond. If there be a gentleman here who thinks 
I have occupied the floor unnecessarily, let him 
now rise and say so. 

No one rises. (Laughter.] There is one thing, 
sir, which I desire to say, and it is this, that while 
thegentleman—my honorable colleague—can, inall 
probability, present to the country forty-two pages 
of speeches, delivered by him during this Con- 


he could pile up every word that he has uttered, 
it would not fill more than four pages. How often, 
I ask, have | been on the floor speaking on ques- 
tions that were not absolutely before the House? 
And if I have at any time advocated a measure 
here, I had confidence in it; and 1 know that a ma- 
jority of the House, in almost every instance, have 
sustained the position that I assumed. 

That is a consolation to me. And let my con- 
stituency know it by the same record through 
which they will read the advice which my col- 
league chose to give me to keep silence. Let 
them know that Fave not spoken at any time 
unnecessarily on this floor. Let them take the 
record. Let them take what I have said, and pile 
it all together. And then let them take the forty- 
two pages of speeches which my colleague has 
made to this House, and let them see whether or 
not his speeches have been upon questions before 


this House, and whether or not | have spokenon | 


questions directly before this House or not. I 
will say, moreover, sir, that | was inseparably 
connected with the matters in the discussion of 
which [| participated. The bills or reports on 
which I spoke had originated in the committee of 
which I have the honor to be an humble member. 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. COBB. One minute yet, Mr. Chairman. 
When you take the laughing matter out | will have 
still some of my five minutes left. 


The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman’s time has | 


expired. 
The CHAIRMAN. This bill will be laid aside 


to be reported to the House, unless objection be || 


made. 


I ask members of this House to || 


May 5, 
There being no objection, the bill was accord. 
— laid aside to be reported. 
he CHAIRMAN. The next bill on the Ca). 
endar is bill No. 340, being a bill to provide fo, 
the construction of a military road in the Ter;j. 
tory of Utah. 
The bill was reported in extenso by the Clerk. 
The CHAIRMAN. This bill is subject t 
amendments. If no amendment be proposed, the 
| bill will be laid aside to be reported to the House, 
The bill was so laid aside to be reported. 
The CHAIRMAN. The next bill on the Ca). 
endar is bill No. 341, being a bill to refund to the 
Territory of Utah the expenses incurred by said 


'| Territory in ee ndian hostilities. The 
bill. 


| Clerk will report the 
The bill was read in extenso by the Clerk; and, 
there being no amendment proposed to it, it wag 
laid aside to be reported to the Fibser. 
| Mr. HENN. r. Chairman, the next bill on 
the Calendar is Senate bill 
The CHAIRMAN, (interrupting.) The Chair 
| was about to announce, what | presume the gen. 
| tleman from Iowa was about to state, that the 
committee have already reported a bill embracing 
the subject-matter of this bill. 

Mr. HENN. I propose that we shall report 
the House bill as a substitute for the Senate bill, 
The Senate bill is exactly as the House bill was 
before it was amended. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Senate bill is an act 
to establish the office of surveyor general of New 
Mexico, to grant donations to actual settlers 
therein, and for other purposes. The gentleman 
from lowa, if I understand him, submits a motion 
to amend the Senate bill by striking out al! after 
the enacting clause, and substituting in lieu thereof 
that which the committee have recommended to 
the House when it had under consideration a bil! 
of a similar kind. 

Mr. HAVEN. There is a bill reported from 
the committee with an amendment. I suppose 
the one to be substituted is the one which we 
have acted upon. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from lowa 
proposes an amendment similar to that which the 
committee have adopted. The Committee of the 
Whole had under consideration a bill to establish 
the office of surveyor general of New Mexico, 
| granting donations to actual settlers, and for other 
| purposes. The committee, in consideraing that 

bill, adopted amendments to it, and recommended 
that the bill be adopted by the House. The gen- 
tleman proposes to amend the Senate bill by 
striking out all after the enacting clause, and 
inserting that which the Committee of the Whole 
have adopted. 

Mr. HAVEN. With the amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. With the amendment. 
| ‘The question was then taken upon the motion, 
| and it was agreed to. 

No further amendment being offered to the bill, 
it was laid aside to be reported to the House. 
The next bill which came up for consideration 
in order upon the Calendar was House bill (No, 
332) to enable the people of Oregon Territory to 
form a constitution and State government, and for 
the admission of such State into the Union. 
The bill was read in extenso by the Clerk. 
The first and second sections were reported and 
passed by without amendment. 
The third section was then reported. ; 
Mr. SEWARD. I moveto amend that section 
|in the fifth line, by inserting after the words 
‘« United States’’ the following: 
—except the eighth section of the act known as the Mis 
sourl compromise. 

The clause would then read: 

Sec.3. And be it further enacted, That from and after 
| the admission of the State of Oregon into the Union in 

pursuance of this act, the laws of the United States, which 
are not locally inapplicable, shall have the same force and 
effect within the State of Oregon as elsewhere within the 
United States, except the eighth section of the act known 
as the Missouri compromise. ; 
Mr. KERR. What is the gentleman’s object’ 
Mr. SEWARD. My object is to repeal the 
restriction on that Territory. 
_ Mr. KERR. Congress expressly refused to 
_ apply the Missouri compromise to that Territory 
r. SEWARD. It is embraced in the act. 
| Mr. KERR. The Wilmot provise was em- 
| braced. 
Mr. SEWARD. I withdraw the amendment, 
| as it may give rise to some trouble. 
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There was no objection, and the amendment 
was withdrawn. 

The fifth section was read, as follows: 

Src. 5. Andbe it further enacted, That the district judge, 


attorney, clerk, and marshal, contemplated by this act, 
shall each be allowed the same compensation and fees that 











are severally allowed to the same officers in the State of | 


California by act of Congress, to be paid in the same man- 
nef. 

Mr. PARKER. I think that section ought to 
be amended. There are two districts in Califor- 
nia. The judge of one is allowed an annual sal- 
ary of $5,000, and the judge of the other $3,000. 
‘Aner the word “‘ judge’ I move to add the words 
«« ghall be allowed an annual salary of $3,000, and 
a LANE. Iam willing to accept the gen- 
tleman’s amendment. 

Mr. HAVEN. Let me suggest that the words 
“to be paid quarterly ’’ be added to the amend- 

ent. 

Mr. PARKER. I accept the modification of 
my amendment. There is a general law to that 
effect, and there is really no necessity for the 
modification. 

The amendment was so modified. 

The question was taken; and the amendment, 
as modited, was adopted. 


Mr. LETCHER. There ought to be another 
amendment to that section in regard to the attor- 
ney, clerk, and marshal. 

Mr. CUTTING. Such an amendment I was 
about to suggest to the gentleman from Oregon. 
As | understand, the clerk, marshal, and attorney 
of the district of California, receive double the 
compensation now allowed to the same officers in 
the district of New York. Now, considering the 
difference of expenses of living in California, and 
also that the gentleman from Oregon places the 


| warded to Congress. 


district judge on the same footing as the district | 


judge for the southern district of New York, it 
seems to me that the marshal, clerk, and attorney 
should also be restricted to the same fees which are 
received under the present fee bill of New York. 

Mr. LANE. That they shall be allowed the 
same amount as is now received by the same offi- 
cers in the southern district of New York? 

Mr. CUTTING. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LANE. I consent to the restriction. 

The CHAIRMAN. Theamendment is, in lieu 
of the words *‘ in the State of California ’’ to sub- 
stitute the words ** in the southern district of New 
York.”’ 

The question was then taken on Mr. Letcner’s 
amendment; and it was agreed to. 
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census to be taken that would satisfy this House || 


what the population of Oregon is. They have | 


cities, and towns, and many counties organized | 
and well settled by an honest, industrious, and 
intelligent population. They have, by resolves 
of their Legislative Assembly, asked Congress to 
allow them the privilege of forming a State consti- 
tution. Out of twenty-four members of the two | 
Houses of the Assembly there was but one soli- 
tary vote against the memorial that has been for- 
I will venture to say that 
Oregon has, at this day, a population of twenty 
thousand more than Illinois had when she was 
admitted into the Union, or than Florida had when 
she was admitted. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I should have no 
kind of objection to passing a bill at this time, 
giving the assent of this Government to the form- 
ation of a constitution by the people there, to be | 
submitted to Congress. I merely suggested that 
the details of the bill seemed to be premature at | 
this time. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I desire to call the at- 
tention of the gentleman from Tennessee to the 
first section of the bill. A sufficient answer will 
be found there, I think, for his objections to the 
bill, provided he is in favor of the people of that 
Territory forming a State constitution. The first 
section reads as follows: 


‘© That the people of the Territory of Oregon be, and they 
are hereby, authorized to form a constitution and State 
government, for the purpose of being admitted into the 
Union on an equal footing with the original States in all 
respects whatever, by the name of the State of Oregon.” 


The object is not to authorize the formation of a 
constitution which is not to be submitted to Con- 
gress. The bill itself is such as has been usually 
reported where Territories have been authorized 
to form constitutions preliminary to being ad- 
mitted as States. There is no doubt about the fact 
stated by the gentleman from Tennessee, that some 
States have been admitted into the Union without 
any authority from Congress to form constitu- 
tions. This was the case in California, in Mich- 
igan, and, I believe, in Ohio. 

Mr. JONES. Yes, sir, Tennessee. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. In the case of other 
States Congress authorized them to form a con- 
stitution. The gentleman from Tennessee may 
be correct in his statement that, with the excep- 
tion of the first section, the bill is mere surplusage, 
and that all of these details are of nouse. In one 
particular, however, they are of some use, for they 


| prescribe boundaries beyond which she cannot go. 


Mr, JONES, of Tennessee. It seems to me that 


the provisions of this bill are rather premature. 
This bill is merely preparatory to the admission 
of the State. All after the first section should, in 


a proviso of some sort attached to the first section, 
prescribing something about the number of their 
population; and, if they shall makea constitution, 
and come here and ask to be admitted, then will 
be the time to extend these laws, and give them 
the benefit of judges, attorneys, marshals, and so 
forth. I woul ask the Committee on Territories 
if it is promecnes by this bill, to authorize the 
people o 

ize a State government, and supersede the terri- 


torial government, without regard to the amount | 


of population which may be included within the 
Territory? Are they to be organized intoa State, 
and admitted under this bill, and not come back 
here again for their constitution to pass under the 
revision of those who are to admit them, in order 
that it may be determined whether it is republican 
ornot? I think this is all premature. 


I have no objection to the passage of a law | 


authorizing the people of Oregon, if they have 


sufficient population, to form a constitution, and | 


submit that constitution to Congress for admis- 
sion. When they do that, I think it will be time 
enough for all the other provisions in this bill to 
be enacted into a law of Congress. 

Mr. LANE, of Oregon. This bill was intro- 
duced by myself, referred to the Committee on 


Territories, and by that committee reported back | 


to this House. e bill is an exact copy, as near 
as it could be, except in reference to th 

ries, and other local matters, of the bill authori- 
zing the people of Wisconsin to form a constitution 
and State government. Now, allow me to say to 


Oregon to form a constitution and organ- || 


e bounda- | 


| courts? 


| alter, repeal, or modify these three sections? 


Mr. SIMMONS. I desire to ask the honorable 
chairman of the Committee on Territories a ques- 
tion. I wish to know what will be the effect of 
the third, fourth, and fifth sections? Upon the 


— that the constitution, when formed, shall 
my opinion, be stricken out, and there should be || 


ecome valid and operative, will not these sections 
be of permanent effect; so that Congress cannot 
change, repeal, or modify the organization of the 
ould it not be better to add a further 
section, saying that Congress, at any time, i 

8 
they stand at present, will they not become a part 
of the contract? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I will reply to the gen- 
tleman from New York, [Mr. Simmons.] If 
Oregon comes here with her constitution, and 
Congress admits her, she is then a State, with all 
the rights and privileges of New York, Illinois, 


| or any other State. 


Mr. SIMMONS. But will not these three sec- 
tions become a part of the contract, and be un- | 


| alterable? 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I suppose not. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Itseems to me that they will. | 

Mr. MILLSON. I scarcely know any busi- | 
ness in which Congress can be engaged more im- 
portant than the admission of a new member into 
our Confederacy. And yet, strange to say, until 
within the last five or ten minutes there seemed | 
hardly to be a dozen gentlemen in the House who 


| appeared to be even aware that such a measure 


| was now under consideration. 


| 


the committee, that it would be impossible for any 


Certainly, Mr. 
Chairman, there is no occasion where there is 
greater necessity for the House to proceed with 
caution, than in the introduction of a new party 
to our constitutional compact—the admission of a 
new sovereign into this community of States. 
Now, sir, I do not know what may be, at this 
time, the population of the Territory of Oregon, | 
but I say that, according to the census of 1850, | 
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there were then only about fifteen thousand per- 
sons in the whole Territory; and since that time 
the Territory of Washington has been carved out 
of that of Oregon, thus diminishing the number of 
its inhabitants to a proportionate extent. What 
may have been the increase of the population in 
the last four years Iam not informed. 


Mr. LANE, of Oregon. Will the gentleman 
allow me—— 


Mr. MILLSON. I was about to call upon the 
gentleman from Oregon [Mr. Lane} to state 
whether any census has been taken of the popu- 
lation of Oregon since 1850? 

Mr. LANE. I was going to make some re- 
marks in reference to the suggestion made by my 
excellent friend from Tennessee,(Mr. Jones,] 
about the population of Oregon; but | sat down 
without doing so, and I now avail myself of the 
opportunity offered by my friend from Virginia, 
to make the remark which I intended. It is true, 
as the gentleman from Virginia states, that the 
census returns of 1850 showed the population to 
be about the number he mentioned. I arrived in 
the Territory one year before, on the 2d of March, 
1849. I caused the census to be taken directly. 
The whole population of Oregon then was only 
a few thousand. I do not recollect the exact 
number. At their first election, held in June of 
that year, they cast about nine hundred votes. 
Since that time, as my friend from Virginia says, 
Washington Territory has been stricken off from 
Oregon. A territorial government has been or- 
ganized there, and that Territory during this year 
cast between twelve and fifteen hundred votes. 

Mr. Chairman, the settlements in Oregon Terri- 
tory have spread out hundreds of miles since 1850 
At that time, with a view of going outside of 
settlements, and of taking a claim which would 
suit my own convenience and my taste of loca- 
tion, | took a claim some thirty or forty miles 
outside of any considerable settlement. But, after 
I returned from this place last spring—now a year 
ago—I found the whole country taken up wher 
cupied, and now I am afraid I will have to move 
again. [Laughter. 

Well, sir, I say this further to my friend from 
Virginia: that, in the Rogue River valley—where 
we had the Indian troubles in 1850 and 1853; the 
very valley I have been talking about to-day, and 
where the gallant Captain Stuart, of the Army, 
was killed—there was not, at that time, a white 
settler living; not a white man lived within fifty 
miles of it, save the keeper of a ferry. At the 
last June election—twenty months afterwards— 
there were about eighteen hundred votes cast 
there. The population of Oregon has increased, 
within the last twelve months over twenty-five 
thousand... We have cities there now containing 
almost as large a population as Oregon had in 
1847. The whole country is being settled, and it 
has to-day a population, as before stated, of thirty 
thousand more than the State of Illinois had when 
she asked for admission into the Union. 

Mr. MILLSON. What is the whole popu- 
lation ? 

Mr. LANE. Oregon has some sixty thousand 
inhabitants in all. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the people of Oregon 
Territory are tired of their dependence upon Con- 
gress, and desire a State government. They will 
not mind the expense of a State government, as 
expressed by the memorial which has been sent 
to Congress. They want to be placed upon an 
equal footing with the people of the States of the 
Union. They want the restrictions under which 
they now act removed, that they may be thrown 
upon their own resourses; that they may have the 

rivileges which the citizens of the States enjoy 
They ask that they may have the privilege of 
forming a constitution and a State government, in 
order that they may better develop the resources 
of the country, and bring into requisition the en 
ergies of the Let They are as true American 
citizens as can be found in this Union. They 
are a moral, industrious, patriotic, and, I will say, 
chaste people, as that matter has been referred to 
by my friend on the left; for no man out there would 
have two wives; and if a man should go there 
with two wives, he would do s@ not only in 
violation of the laws, but some other man would 
claim the privilege of having one of them, for 
some of them now have none at all. 

But there is very good reason why the people 
of the Territory of Origen should have the priv- 
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ilege of holding a convention for forming a consti- 
tution, and of applying for admission into the 


Union upon an equal footing with the other States. | 


If they were not in every respect as worthy as 
other people, | would not ask that privilege of 
this House. But they are so dependent, they have 
to rely so entirely upon the action of Congress to 
regulate their internal affairs, that they want to 
attend to their domestic affairs themselves. 

Mr. BOYCE. I desire to ask the Delegate from 
Oregon one question. I perceive, by the census 
returns, that the population of Oregon was thirteen 
thousand in 1850. What is the population now? 

Mr. LANE, Thestatement which I have just 
made answers that question. 


aixty thousand. 

Me. MILLSON. lIask the gentleman if that 
is a mere conjectural statement, or whether acen- 
gus has been taken since 1850? 

Mr LANE. 1 will say to my friend from Vir- 
ginia, [Mr. Mixson, | and to my friend from South 


Carolina, [Mr. Boyce,] that no census of Oregon | 


ean be taken that can be relied upon for one 
month, You may take the census of Oregon, and 
send up the returns here as rapidly as possible, 
and there will be five thousand added to the pop- 


ulation before the returns will reach Washington. | 
Such is the rapidity with which the country is | 


settled. Imigration is pouring into that country. 


You have passed a law donating to the settlers in | 


Oregon a certain quantity of land. You have 
imposed a limit to the operation of it. 
with the imigration which goes there next year; 


and the people, to avail themselves of it, are flow- 


ing in across the country, while thousands of 
miners who have gone to California and Oregon, | 


fall back upon the privilege, and avail themselves 


of the benefits of the act, and become permanent | 


settlers there. How can you, then, say what the 
population of Oregon is? It is probably upwards 
of sixty thousand to-day, but three months hence 
it will be five thousand more. At the last election 


our citizens gave about eight or nine thousand | 
1 myself was elected by some sixteen | 


votes. 
hundred majority. 

Mr. SEWARD. I would inquire of the Chair 
what the a under consideration now is? 


The CHAIRMAN. 


shai, &c. 
whole bill is under consideration. 


Mr. MILLSON. 


indicate presently. 


Upon so grave and important a proposition as | 


this the committee cannot now be prepared to vote. 
There should be some opportunity given for con- 
sulting precedents. There should be some time 


for reflection; and, as the hour is now late, and | 
the House have determined to sit to-morrow, | wish | 


to affo-d an opportunity for deliberation and in- 


vestigation better than we can possibly have at this | 
time. There is much force in the suggestion | 
made just now by my friend from Tennessee, [Mr. | 

[ do not wish the House to commit | 
Ido not wish Congress to commit itself | 
by taking hasty steps, or by inserting into this bill | 

rovisions which may hereafter be ascertained to | 
[ In my opinion, the best plan will | 
be, if we find, upon examination, that Oregon is | 


Jones.] 
itself. 


e improper. 


entitled to form a State constitution, simply to 


pass a bill, containing a single provision, author- | 


izing the people of that Territory to form a State 


constiiution, and not toadopt any provision which | 


will inany manner commit Congress to its admis- 
sion asa State, should subsequent disclosures ren- 
der such admission improper and impolitic. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. If the gentleman 


from Virginia will allow me, I will suggest to the || 


gentleman from Oregon, that it may be better to 
strike out the third, fourth, and fifth sections of 
this bill. It will then conform, as I understand it, 
to the wishes of the gentleman from Virginia. 

Mr. MILLSON. My desire is, that the com- 
mittee should do nothing now in reference to the 
matter at all, but that we should take time to re- 
flect; that wehould allow ourselves the opportu- 
nity to consult precedents, and ascertain what 
ought to be done. 


it may be inferred from the quarter from which | 


these seeming objections come, that there may be 
opposition to the admission of Oregon into the 


I think it is about 


It expires | 


The proposition now || 
pending is that part of the bill which regulates the || 
fees to be paid to the Governor, attorney, mar- | 
3ut so far as debate is concerned, the | 


I rose partly for the purpose | 
of making these inquiries of the gentleman from | 
Oregon, and for a further purpose, which I shall | 


le 


Confederation. 

Mr. Chairman, although I deem myself at lib- 
erty to scrutinize the pretensions of this new 
candidate for admission into the Union—although, 
indeed, it is my duty to do so—yet I take this op- 
portunity of saying that, if I find that this appli- 
cation of the Territory of Oregon is founded upon 
such considerations as have been respected hereto- | 
fore—if I find they are such as have been deemed 
sufficient for the admission of other Territories, 
North and South—I shall most cheerfully vote for 
its reception. I shall not be deterred from giving 
that vote by any considerations in reference to a 
balance of power between the two great divisions 
of the Confederacy. 

I do not, however, disguise the fact that, in | 
view of possible, | will not say probable, results, 


May 5, 


and proper that we should have authentic and 


| Official information as to the population of the 
Territory. 1 know that we had no such informa. 
| tion in regard to California. That case stands 


out an exception to all rules, a solecism in the 


_ legislation of the country, and is not to be used 


asa precedent for anything. In order that we 
may have an opportunity to make these inquiries 
’ 


‘and come to the consideration of the subject 


calmly and intelligently, | would now move tha: 


| the committee rise, but for the request of my 


1 look with some alarm upon the multiplication of | 


free States in this Union. I will not conceal my 
fear, that, in process of time, the accession of a 
disproportionate number of free States may even 
lead to important changes in our Federal Consti- 
tution, by securing the majority which that instru- 
ment at this time requires for that purpose. I 
will not disguise my apprehension that there may 
be mischief in prospect which it will be desirable 
to avert. 

But, sir, lam not one who believes that it is 
lawful to do evil that good may come. I will not 
refuse to do justice, although it may be attended 


fore repeat the declaration, that if I shall find, after 
deliberate examination, that the people of Oregon 
Territory are in a condition which entitles them, 
|| equally with those heretofore received, to come 
' into the Union, | shall vote to admit them. 

But, I confess that I felta little mortified, as well | 
as surprised, at the apathy which seemed to pre- 
vail here this morning, when this very important 
question was presented to the consideration of the | 
committee, and when, almost without a word, we 
were about to pass a bill involving consequences 
so important as those which I have described. 
Let us have some opportunity for reflection. Let 
us know whether it is proper to admit anew mem- 
ber into the Confederacy without some reliable 
information as to the number of her inhabitants; 
and when I say reliable information, I do not mean 
in the least to disparage the accuracy of the state- | 
ments made by my honorable friend from Oregon. | 

Mr. HENN. cauaia ask the gentleman from | 
Virginia, whether he thinks that this bill proposes 
to admit Oregon as a State into the Union ? 

Mr. MILLSON. I will reply to the gentle- 
man, that the very object of my rising was to sug- | 
gest that we should take time for reflection on this | 

| subject, and that we should not commit ourselves | 


of this bill. 


that it takes two or three years before people can 
form a constitution and be admitted ? 
Mr. MILLSON. Certainly; I know there | 
must be delay. 
Mr. HENN. Then there may be more than | 
three hundred thousand or four hundred thousand | 
inhabitants there. 
Mr. MILLSON. 
commits me either to opposition or support of this 
bill; and it has been sedulously my object to avoid | 
any such committal. 1 desire that we shall pro- 
ceed with due deliberation. 
for consulting precedents, that we may know what 
it is Congress ought todo. I have formed no) 
|| Opinion on this subject atall. It may be that the 
gentleman from lowa is right, and that we may 
not be committed to the reception of Oregon by 
| passing this bill. I say not one word against it; 
but we ought to take time to consider. That is | 
all I desire. {[ was about to observe, when inter- | 
rupted by the gentleman from lowa, that among 
| the inquiries to which it may be well for the House 
to turn its attention, it may be necessary to con- 
_ sider whether it is proper, in any case of the appli- | 
cation of a Territory for admission into the Union, 
it should be admitted in the absence of official and 
authentic information as to its population. 
Now, I have already said that I do not in the 
least question the accuracy or sincerity of the 
statements made by my friend from Oregon. But 
| | wish to consider whether in every such case as | 
| the introduction of anew State, it is not becoming | 





even by an expression of opinion as to the effect | 


Mr. HENN. Does not the gentleman know | 


I wish opportunity || 


| Georgia. 
| and fifth sections of the bill. 


| Clerk’s desk as an additional section. 
| wish to press it now, but I present it for the con- 
sideration of members. 


| had been collected by militar 





friend from Illinois, [Mr. Ricuarpson,] who de. 
sires first to make a suggestion. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I desire to submit , 
motion, and then I will move that the committee 
rise, in order that gentlemen may have an Oppor- 
tunity of investigating this matter. 

Mr. SEWARD. Will the gentleman allow me 
to offer an amendment? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 
amendment myself. 

Mr. LETCHER. Let them both be presented 
and read. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I will indicate my 
amendment, and then yield to the gentleman from 
I move to strike out the third, fourth, 


I want to offer an 


The CHAIRMAN. The third and fourth sec. 


tions have been passed over by the committee; 


| but if there be no objection, the Chair will enter. 
| tain the proposition to go back and strike out 
| those sections. 

with disadvantageous consequences; and I there- || 


No objection was made. 
Mr. SEWARD. I offer what I send to the 
I do not 


The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 


Sec. 8. 4nd he it further enacted, That all restrictions 
against the admission of slavery into said Territory be and 


| the same are hereby removed, it being the true intent and 


meaning of this act not to establish or prohibit slavery ; but 


|| the people, when they adopt their constitution, shall be 
free to regulate their own domestic institutinns. 


{Laughter.]} 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair regards these 
as merely indications that gentlemen will propose 
such amendments to-morrow. 

Mr. GOODRICH. I move that the committee 
do now rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. I have something in the 
nature of a personal appeal to make to the com- 
mittee, and I therefore ask the gentleman from 
Massachusetts to withdraw his motion for a few 


| moments. 


Mr. GOODRICH. 
The CHAIRMAN. 


I withdraw it. 
I desire to present to the 


| committee, informally, a bill which was passed 


over yesterday, providing for the ‘* payment of the 


| civil officers employed in the Territory of New 
| Mexico while under military government,” and 


to make an appeal to the committee, in behalf of 


| the absent Delegate from New Mexico, to act on 
|| the bill. 


It was passed over informally on yes- 
terday. The gentleman who reported the bill 
{[Mr. Fautkner] is not in the city, and the chair- 
man of the Committee on Military Affairs (Mr. 
BissELi] is absent. I desire therefore to makes 


| brief explanation, if the committee will take up 


[ have said nothing which || 
| removed. 


the bill, by which I think all objection to it will be 


By unanimous consent the bill was taken up 


| for consideration. 


Mr. Pue res here vacated the chair, having 
called Mr. Jones, of Tennessee, thereto. 
Mr. PHELPS. When this bill was last before 


the committee for consideration, the gentleman 


'| from Alabama {[Mr. Houston] objected to any 


compensation being paid to the officers of the Army 
who were employed in New Mexico, even if they 
discharged the duties of any civil offices. I think 
myself it is wrong, and I therefore propose the 


_ following as an amendment to the first section: 


Provided, That under the provisions of this. act no com- 
pensation shall be made to any officer of the Army of the 


| United States for discharging the duties of any civil office 


in the Territory of New Mexico. 


The provisional territorial government disbursed 
a certain amount in the payment of the salaries 
of these civil officers, but that amount of money 


contributions. 
think it would be wrong to reimburse that to the 
Territory of New Mexico, and | shall therefore 
move to strike out the second section. 
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Mr. HOUSTON. There isa motion pending 
to strike out the second section. 

The question was then taken; and the proviso 
was agreed to. : rw 

The question then recurring on striking out the 
second section, it was put; and the motion was 
agreed to. . 7. 

“On motion by Mr. PHELPS, the bill was then 
laid aside to be reported to the House, with a 
ecommendation that it pass. : 

Mr. GOODRICH. I now renew my motion 
that the committee rise. 

The question was then taken; and the motion 
was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose, and the Speaker 
having resumed the chair, the Chairman then re- 
ported that the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union had had the Union generally 
under consideration, and particularly the special 
order relating to the business in the organized 
Territories, and had directed him to report sundry 
bills to the House, some with and some without 
amendments; had also directed him to report bill 


r 


No. 317, ** being a bill to establish the office of |) 


surveyor general of Utah, to grant donations to 
actual settlers therein, and for other purposes,’’ to 
the House, with a recommendation that it do not 
pass; but upon bill No. 332, ** being a bill to enable 
the people of Oregon Territory to form a ennstitu- 
tion and State government, and for the aamission 
of such State into the Union,” they had come to 
no conclusion. 

Mr. HUNT. I move that when this House 
adjourns, it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Upon that motion 
| call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken; and there were— 
yeas 59, nays 54; as follows: 
" YEAS~Messrs. Aiken, Ball, Benson, Brooks, Camp 
bell, Carpenter, Chandler, Corwin, Cox, Crocker. Cullom, 


Cutting, Thomas Davis, Dick, Dickinson, Edmands, 
Thomas D. Eliot, Flagler, Franklin, Giddings, Goodrich, 
Sampson W. Harris, Harrison, Haven, Howe, Hughes, 


Hunt, Daniel T. Jones, Keitt, Kerr, Kittredge, Knox, 
Letcher, Lilly, McCulloch, Matteson, Meacham, Middles- 
warth, Murray, Norton, Parker, Pennington, Ready, Reese, 
David Ritchie, Sapp, Seward, Simmons, Gerrit Smith, 
Snodgrass, John L. Taylor, Nathaniel G. Taylor, Upham, 
Vail, Wade, Walley, Walsh, Israel Washburn, and Tap- 
pan Wentworth—59. 

NAYS—Messrs. Banks, Barksdale, Boyce, Breckin- 
ridge, Caskie, Clark, Cobb, John G. Davis, Disney, Drum, 
Eddy, Edgerton, Ellison, English, Florence, Gamble, 
Green, Greenwood, Henn, Hibbard, Houston, Johnson, 
George W. Jones, Lindsley, McDougall, McNair, Macy, 
Johu G. Miller, Smith Miller, Millson, Noble, Phelps, 
Phillips, Powell, Pratt, Preston, Puryear, Richardson, 
Ruffin, Seymour, Shaw, George W. Smyth, Hester L. 
Stevens, Stratton, Andrew Stuart, John J. Taylor, Thurs- 
ton, Trout, Elihu B. Washburne, Wells, John Wentworth, 
Daniel B. Wright, and Zollicoffer—54. 

No quorum voting. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. 
do now adjourn. 

Mr. SEWARD. I rise to a point of order. 
me not the motion to adjourn over take prece- 
ence? 

The SPEAKER. It is not competent for less 
than a majority of a quorum to adjourn over. 

Mr. SEWARD. So I understand; but the 
motion to adjourn over is not disposed of, and | 


ask if it does not take precedence of any other 
motion? 


The SPEAKER. 
precedence. 

Mr. SEWARD. 
the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will again state 
that the motion to adjourn takes precedence of 
any other motion; and, of course, it takes prece- 
dence of a motion for a call of the House. 

The question was then taken or. Mr. Ricuarp- 
$0n’s motion; and it was decided in the negative. 

Mr.CAMPBELL. I demand the yeas and 
nays, 

he yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HAVEN. I desire to havean opportunity 
of saying a word, and 1 hope the motion to ad- 
Journ will be withdrawn. 

TheSPEAKER. By unanimous consent alone 
can the gentleman from New York make an ex- 
plawation. 

Mr. HAVEN. I only desire to say I have 
been informed that a good many gentlemen to-day 
have voted to adjourn over, who have usually 
voted against adjourning over. It seems useless 
to remain in session to-morrow, when gentlemen 


I move that the House 


The motion to adjourn takes 


I move that there bea call of 








will not come up here in sufficient numbers to make 

a quorum; and | do not think it is necessary: to 

} 

| fatigue the House by taking the yeas and nays. 
Mr. CAMPBELL. I suggest that we get a 


| full House, and see if we cannot adjourn over. 


| Many members have business to transact at the 








Departments, which will occupy their whole time 
to-morrow. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. They have all the 
morning of every day until twelve o’clock to do 
their business. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is upon 
the motion that the House adjourn, upon which 
the yeas and nays are demanded. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. | withdraw my motion. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I move that there be a call 
of the House. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 
do now adjourn. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I move that 
when the House adjourns, it adjourn to meet on 
Monday next. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Business having inter- 
vened, the motion to adjourn over is in order. 

The SPEAKER. But the motion to adjourn 
takes precedence of any other motion. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Upon that motion I call 
for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. LETCHER. Mr. Chairman 

The SPEAKER. There is a pending question 
that the House do now adjourn, and that is not 
debatable. 

Mr. LETCHER. 
leged motion. 

The SPEAKER. There is no motion that can 
supersede the motion made to adjourn. 

Mr. LILLY. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
CamPBELL] has asked for the yeas and nays. 

The question was put; and the yeas and nays 
were ordered. 

The Clerk commenced calling the roll 

Mr. LETCHER. Do I understand the Chair 
to decide that the motion to adjourn over does not 
take precedence of the motion to adjourn? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has made no 
such decision. The Chair-decides that less than 
a majority cannot adjourn over, if any question is 
raised with respect to a quorum being present. 

Mr. LETCH ER. | imagine that there is a 


quorum present, and I will submit a motion. 


I move that the House 





I propose to offer a privi- 





tain, under the rule, whether there is a quorum 
present. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I ask the Chair 
if the gentleman from Virginia was not too late in 


two names called ? 


sponses. 


on the roll were called. 
The SPEAKER counted the House, and an- 


| nounced that there were but 113 members present 
| —not a quorum. 


The yeas and nays were then called or the mo- 
tion to adjourn; and there were—yeas 46, nays 
59; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Banks, Barksdale, Boyce, Breckinridge, 
Clark, Cobb, John G. Davis, Drum, Eddy, Edgerton, Elli- 
son, Everhart, Florence, Gamble, Green, Green wood, Ham- 


| ilton, Sampson W. Harris, Henn, Houston, Hughes, John 


son, George W.Jones, Lindsley, McNair, Macy, May,Smith 








Miller, Millson, Noble, Phelps, Phillips, Powell, Pratt, 
Richardson, Seymour, Shaw, George W. Smyth, Stratton, 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will then ascer- 


attempting to make his motion—there having been 


The SPEAKER. No; there have been no re- | 


Mr. JONES. But the first and second names | 


Andrew Stuart, John J. Taylor, Thurston, and Walker—46. | 


NAYS—Messrs. Ball, Benson, Bugg, Campbell, Car- 


penter, Caskie, Chandler, Cox, Crocker, Cullom, Cutting, 


Thomas Davis, Dick, Dickinson, Edmands, Thomas D. 
Eliot, Flagler, Franklin, Giddings, Goodrich, Haven, Howe, 
Hunt, Daniel T. Jones, Keitt, Kerr, Kittredge, Knox, 
Letcher, Lilly, McCulloch, Matteson, Middleswarth, Mur- 
ray, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Pennington, Bishop 
Perkins, Preston, Puryear, vavid Ritchie, Ruffin, Sapp, 
Seward, Simmons, Gerrit Smith, Snodgrass, John L. Tay- 
lor, Nathaniel G. Taylor, Trout, Upham, Vail, Wade, 
Walley, Walsh, Ellibu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, 
Tappan Wentworth, and Zollicoffer—59. 


No quorum voting. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. 
the House. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. 
Speaker, to move an adjournment now? 

The SPEAKER. It is notin order. No mo- 
tion is in order when the House is in the act of 
dividing. But, at all events, it is not in order to 


make a motion to adjourn immediately on the | 
House having refused to agree to the like motion. | 


I move a call of | 


Is it in order, Mr. | 
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Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Then I ask for tel- 
lers on the motion for a call of the House. 

Tellers were ordered. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Now that business 
has been transacted since the vote last taken, I 
move that the House do now adjourn. 

The question was taken; and the motion to 
adjourn was agreed to. 

The House thereupon, at a quarter past four 


o’clock, p. m., adjourned till to-morrow, at twelve 
o’clock, m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Saturpay, May 6, 1854. 

The House met at twelve o’clock m. 

Prayer by Rev. Henry Suicer. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

ORDER OF BUSINESs. 

The SPEAKER. The business first in order 
is on agreeing to the amendments proposed by 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union to the bill for increasing the salaries of the 
executive and judicial officers of the Territories of 
Oregon and New Mexico. 

RESOLUTIONS FROM THE STATE OF MAINE, 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. Mr. Speaker, 
I have received two resolutions, adopted by the 
Legislature of the State of Maine; which | now 
ask leave to present, that they may be read, laid 
upon the table, and printed, 

The first resolution requests the Representatives 
to procure the passage of a law to satisfy the 
claims of citizens of the United States for lands 
taken under the treaty of Washington. 

The second resolution requests the Representa- 
tives to procure the passage of the bill providing 
for the payment of the claims for spoliations com- 
mitted by the French prior to 1800. 

The resolutions were ordered to lie on the table, 
and be printed. 

RAILROAD IN MINNESOTA. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Michigan. lam directed 
by the Committee on Public Lands, of whic 
am a member, to report to this House a bill to 
aid the Territory of Minnesota in the construc- 
tion of a railroad; which bill I propose to have 
put upon its passage. 

The bill provides for the construction of a road 
from the southern line of that Territory, begin- 
ning between ranges nine and seventeen, running 
thence by way of St. Paul, by the most feasible 
route, to the eastern line of said Territory, in the 
direction of Lake Superior, towards the southeast 
boundary of said Territory. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I desire to raise a ques- 
tion of order, that it may be now decided before we 
proceed any further. I want to know whether 
this day is to be consumed in the consideration of 
bills of this kind. My point of order is, that the 
committee at this time cannot make a report with- 
out the unanimous consent of the House. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Withthe permis- 
sion of the gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. 
Hamitton,] | will say, in relation to the point of 
order which he has raised, that | presume no com- 
mittee would have a right to report, unless the 
report should relate to territorial business. The 
question of order, which I think properly arises, 
is, whether a bill which proposes to grant alter- 
nate sections of land for the purpose of aiding in 
the construction of a railroad, though the road 
may be in a Territory, is such territorial business 
as would come within the order setting apart this 
week for the consideration of territorial business? 
It seems to me that such a bill is one of a general 
character. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 1 would in- 
quire of the Chair, if such a bill was not reported 
when territorial business was under considera- 
tion, at a former day? 

The SPEAKER. Such a bill was reported 
some time since. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Was that bill 
reported from the Committee on Territories? 

The SPEAKER. It was reported from that 
committee. But the point of order which the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee makes is, that under the 
order of the House, making territorial business 
the special order for this week, this report cannot 
be considered as com ng within that class of busi- 
ness. The Chair does not see upon what princi- 


| ple it can be excluded. 
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Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Upon the prin- 


ciple that making grants of alternate sections of | 


public lands to aid in the construction of arailroad 
1s general legislation. 

Mr. HAMILTON. 
upon my point of order. We have appropriated 
this week to the consideration of territorial busi- 
ness which shall be reported from the Committee 
on Territories. 

Mr. FLORENCE. There is no doubt of that. 

Mr. HAMILTON. We have appropriated 
this week for the purpose of acting upon bills 
already reported from that committee. 

The SPEAKER. With the permission of the 
gentleman from Maryland, the Chair would say 
that the language of the resolution sets apart 
this week for the consideration of business rela- 
ling to the organized Territories, and under it the 
Chair has ruled that it isin order, at any time 
during the morning hour, at all events, to report 
that d 
The Chair has acted upon that principle. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I well ask the Chair 


I insist, Mr. Speaker, | 


| 


escription of business during this week. | 


whether, at a former time, when the territorial | 
| 


business was under consideration, a report was 
not received from this same Committee on Public 
Lands? 

The SPEAKER. 
such a report was received. 

Mr. HAMILTON. But there was no objec- 
tion to that. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the 
tion of order raised by the gentleman from 
land, (Mr. Hamirron.] 

Mr. HAVEN. I desire to take an appeal from 
the decision of the Chair. I do not know what 
will be the opinion of the House in reference to it; 
but I would like to have the decision of the House 
upon the subject. I do not think the decision isa 


ary- 


very violent one,one way or the other. We have, | 


however, set aside a week for the consideration of 
territorial business, some time ago, and that whole 
week was taken up witha railroad bill. Wethen 
set aside another week, as I understood it, with 
the understanding thatit should be devoted to the 
legitimate business of the Territories. At least I 
desire to have the sense of the House upon the 


— 
he SPEAKER. 
this business as a special order will be read. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I wish to inquire 
if this bill does not appropriate lands to construct 
the same roads as the one we had before us some 
time since? 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Michigan. 

Mr. JONES. 
roads? 

Mr. STEPHENS. Not precisely. 
fined exclusively to the Territory. 
went out into a State. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I do not know that this 
appeal is debatable. I suppose it is not. I will 
therefore, being satisfied that the decision of the 


No, sir. 
Is it not for the same line of 


It is con- 
The other 


The resolution setting aside 


Chair is right, move to lay the appeal upon the | 


table. If it were debatable, 1 might have a word 
or two to say upon the subject. 

Mr. OR I suppose the appeal is debata- 
ble. 

Mr. HAVEN. I have no objection to the ap- 
peal being debated. I desire, however, to ask for 
the yeas and nays upon the motion to lay on the 
table. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I will ask the Chair whether 
the appeal will be debatable if I withdraw the 
motion to lay it upon the table? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it would 
be debatable. 


Mr.CLINGMAN. Then | will withdraw the | 


} 


motion for the purpose of making a single sugges- | 


tion myself, and for the purpose of allowing other 


gentlemen to express their opinions if they wish | 


to do so. This week was set apart for the con- 
sideration of business in the organized Territories. 
Measures for the construction of roads in the 


Territories, whether military roads or railroads, | 


are, it seems to me, as legitimately business of the 
— Territories, as any other class of money 
or land appropriations that can be made. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair asks the gentle- 
man to allow him to have the special order read. 

{t was read, as follows: 

*‘On motion by Mr. Ricwkarpson, by unanimous con- 


sent 
“Ordered, That the week beginning with the first Mon- 


| 
| 
| 


| rial measure. 
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day in May next, be set apart for the consideration of busi- 
ness relating to the organized Territories.”’ 


The SPEAKER. 
begs leave simply to remark that he cannot see 
any distinction Coun the bill proposed by thé 
gentleman from Michigan and any other territo- 


territorial business within the meaning of the order 
of the House; that it is clearly in order for com- 
mittees to report territorial bills during the morn- 
ing hour; and this is the morning hour. He has 
no objection to the appeal being discussed and de- 
cided by the House; but he will venture to express 
the hope that the House will not make any de- 
cisive question in reference to the bill itself, upon 


| @ proposition to overrule the decision of the Chair. 


| lay the sin upon the table. 


The Chair recollects that || 


ues- || 


] 





| 





Mr. CLINGMAN. I withdraw the motion to 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I have no disposition 
to renew the motion to lay the appeal upon the 
table; nor do | want to discuss it. Some gentle- 
men around me, however, seem to think that I 


| stated, when I made the motion to set apart this | 


week for the consideration of business relating to 
the organized Territories, that it was to be confined 
to the business already reported. Such is not the 
fact—gentlemen are mistaken. I made no such 
statement. I did state distinctly that I proposed 


| to set apart this week for the consideration of 


business relating to the organized Territories. 
During the entire week the Committee on 

Territories has been reporting its business. It 

had not matured it until the last week. I believe 


| that the Committee on Indian Affairs reported a 
| bill, 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The Committee on the 
Public Lands, and every other committee which 
had any territorial business before it, have reported 
that business during this week. And it cannot be 
that gentlemen understood me to say that the week 
was to be devoted alone to territorial business 
other than that in reference to railroads. If they 


The Com- 


| did, they misunderstood what I said, what I 


meant, and what the resolution expressed. 
TheSPEAKER. Gentlemen who have served 
here a single session, those who have served long- 
er, will especially recollect that it has been the 
uniform practice to receive reports on territorial 
business during the week set apart for the consid- 
eration of that business. I have not been here a 
session during which certain days have not been 


set apart for territorial business, and the practice || 


we are now following has not been pursued by 
the House. 

Mr. HAVEN. Ido not know that I exactly 
understand the terms of the resolution by which 
this time was set apart for the consideration of 
territorial business. 

sy SPEAKER. Theresolution will again be 
read. 

Mr. HAVEN. After a while. I have acted, 
however, in what I have undertaken to do on 
what I knew, what I believed, at least, to have 
been the fair spirit and understanding of the 


| House, when this week was set apart for the con- 


sideration of this particular business. The House 


'| will well remember that we devoted a week, which 
had been set aside for the consideration of terri- 


torial business, to action in reference to a railroad, 
which, I suppose—though not officially informed 
of the fact, because the bill has not yet been re- 
ceived—is substantially the object of this bill. I 


think that Iam not mistaken in supposing that || 


the House was desirous of avoiding all further 
action in reference to that railroad. If the ques- 
tion had been then put to the House, I am of the 
belief that it would have refused to set apart an 
portion of time for the consideration of that road. 

Believing that to have been the fair understand- 
ing and aert of the House—I donot know whether 
it is embodied in the resolution or not—I did 
appeal from the decision of the Chair. I took 
occasion to say, when I made the appeal, that, in 
the ges, | of the resolution, it may have been 
what may be denominated a frontier question; 
but I am quite sure that it is not within the fair 
meaning and spirit of the order on the part of the 
House, setting aside this week for the considera- 
tion of the territorial business. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I would ask 
the gentleman fram New York whether he is not 
slightly mistaken in his statement of the time set 


In this connection the Chair | 


The Chair decides that it is clearly || 


‘| apart before for the consideration of territoria| 
| business? Three days were set apart then for the 
| consideration of territorial business, and less than 
two days were occupied in the consideration of 
this railroad bill. 

Mr. HAVEN. I may be wrong in reference 
to the amount of time; but time, it is known, ig 
immaterial in most cases. What lI do mean to 
say is, that the great bulk of the time set apar, 
| for the consideration of legitimate and proper ter. 

ritorial business, was consumed in the endeavor 
to grant away the public land to corporations, 

Mr. LETCHER. Is it in order to move tha; 
the House do now rerolve itself into the Com. 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union ? 

Mr. STEVENS, of Michigan. | claim that | 
am entitled to the floor. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman has the floor: 
and it cannot be taken from him, unless by a ques. 
tion of order. 

Mr. LETCHER. An appeal has been taken 
trom the decision of the Chair and, I believe tha: 
it is debatable. 

The SPEAKER. That is so. 

Mr. EDGERTON. I wish to submit the mo. 
tion that the appeal do lie on the table. 

Mr. LETCHER. Do you mean to lay the 
bill or the appeal on the table? [Laughter.) 

Mr. EDGERTON. I move to lay the appeal! 
on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michi- 
gan was on the floor, and in the act of introducing 
a bill. It was denied that he had the right, under 
the special order, to do so. The Chair decided 
that he had the right; and from that decision the 

entleman from New York has taken an appeal. 

The question of order alone, the Chair thinks, 
can take the floor from the gentleman from Mich- 


igan. 

; Mr. EDGERTON. I move to lay the appeal 

upon the table. 
Mr. HAVEN. 

upon that motion. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


Mr. SEWARD. [ask for the reading of the 
title of the bill, that we may see its application to 
territorial business. 
The Clerk read the title of the bill as follows: 
A bill to aid the Territory of Minnesota in the 
' construction of a railroad therein. 
Mr. FLAGLER. I move that the House do 
| now adjourn, and on that motion I demand the 
yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was then put; and it was decided 
| in the negative—yeas 60, nays 86; as follows: 


YEAS —Meesrs. Ball, Bennett, Benson, Campbell, Car 
penter, Chandler, Corwin, Crocker, Cullom, Curtis, Dick 
inson, Drum, Thomas D. Eliot, Fenton, Flagler, Franklin, 
| Goode, Hamilton, Harrison, Haven, Howe, Hunt, Daniel 

T. Jones, Keitt, Kerr, Knox, Letcher, Lilly, Lyon, Matte- 

son, Middleswarth, Murray, Norton, Parker, Peckham, 

Preston, Puryear, Ready, David Ritchie, Ruffin, Sapp, 

Seward, Shaw, Simmons, Snodgrass, Richard H. Stanton, 

Alexander H. Stephens, John J. Taylor, Nathaniel G. Tay 

lor, Tracy, Tweed, Vail, Wade, Walley, Walsh, Israel 

Washburne, Tappan Wentworth, Wheeler, Hendrick B. 

Wright, and Zollicoffer—60. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, James C. Allen, 
| David J. Bailey, Banks, Barksdale, Boyce, Breckiony ) 

Caskie, Chrisman, Churchwell, Clark, Clingman, Cobb, 
Cox, Cutting, John G. Davis, Thomas Davis, Disney, Dun 
bar, Eastman, Eddy, Edgerton, Edmands, John M. Elliott, 
Ellison, English, Etheridge, Everhart, Florence, Gamble, 
Giddings, Green, Greenwood, Sampson’W. Harris, Hend- 
| ricks, Henn, Hibbard, Houston, Hughes, Ingersoll, Joho 

son, George W. Jones, Roland Jones, Kidwell, Kurtz,Lane, 
| Lindsley, Macdonald, McDougall, McNair, Macy, Mays! 
Meacham, John G. Miller, Smith Miller, Millson, Noble, 
| Olds, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Phelps, Phillips, Pratt, Richard 
son, Riddle, Russell, Sabin, Seymour, Shower, Samuel A. 
Smith, William Smith, William R. Smith, George W. 
Smyth, Hestor L. Stevens, Stratton, Andrew Stuart, Da 
vid Stuart, John L. Taylor, Thurston, Trout, Upham, 
| Warren, Ellihu B. WVashburne, Wells, and John Went 

worth—86. 


So the House refused to adjourn. 


The question recurred on the motion to lay 00 
the table the appeal from the decision of the Chair. 
Mr. HAVEN. [heard the title of the bill read. 
Has it been received? ; 
The SPEAKER. The bill was not received, 
| because there was objection made to its reception. 
|| The Chair decided that it was in order to receiv? 
| it. An appeal is taken from the decision of the 
| Chair, which involves the nnn of reception. 
Mr. HAVEN. Well, I will withdraw my Pp" 


peal. ' 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. There is another 


I ask for the yeas and nays 


| 
} 
} 
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